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Highlights

Seminar on Principles of Regulations Writing—For
details on seminar in Washington, D.C., see
announcement in the Reader Aids section at the end of
this issue.

25068 Reader Aids OFR publishes list of libraries that
have announced availability of the Federal Register
and Code of Federal Regulations. (Part Il of this
issue)

24997 Financial Assistance HHS/HDSO announces
availability of FY 1981 financial assistance for
Native American Programs.

25026 Iran State describes recent developments with
regard to procedures for settling claims against Iran,

24945 Income Tax Treasury/IRS issues rules regarding
treatment of certain interest in corporations as
stock or indebtedness,

24948 Motor Vehicles—Air Pollution EPA issues
amendment to High-altitude emission standards for
1982 and 1983 Model Year Light-duty motor
vehicles.

CONTINUED INSIDE
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FEDERAL REGISTER Published daily., Monday through Friday,
(not published on Saturdays, Sundays, or on official holidays),
by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and
Records Service, General Services Administration, Washington,
D.C, 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stal. 500, as
amended; 44 U.S.C. Ch. 15) and the regulations of the
Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I).
Distribution is made only by the Superintendent of Documents,
U.S. Government Printing Office. Washington, D.C. 20402.

The Federal Register provides a uniform system for making
available to the public regulations and legal notices Issued by
Federal agencies. These include Presidential proclamations and
Executive Orders and Federal agency documents huving general
applicability and legal effect, documents required to be
published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency
documents of public interest. Documents are on file for public
inspection in the Office of the Federal Register the day before
they are published, unless earlier filing is requested by the
issuing agency.

The Federal Register will be furnished by mail to subscribers,
Iree of postage, for $75.00 per year, or $45.00 for six months,
payable in advance. The charge for individual copies is $1.00
for each issue, or S1.0D for each group of pages as actually
bound. Remit check or money order, made payable to the
Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office,
Washington, D.C, 20402.

There are no restrictions on the republication of material
appearing in the Federal Register.

Questions and requests for specific information may be directed
to the telephone numbers listed under INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE in the READER AIDS section of this issue.

24963 Coal Mining Interior/SMREO gives notice of
opportunity for public participation in developing
cerlain revised rules for the permanent regulatory
program for surface coal mining and reclamation
operations,

Small Businesses—Pollution Control Guarantee
Program SBA issues amendment to require the
small concern which defaults on its obligations
under the qualified contract to repay SBA for all
funds paid by SBA under the Guarantee at a rate of
interest determined by the Secretary of the
Treasury.

Customs—Currency Rate of Exchange
Treasury/Custums adds Brazil, Hong Kong, Iran,
People's Republic of China, Philippines, Singapore,
Thailand and Venezuela to the list of foreign
countries whose currency is converted into
equivalent U.S. currency and certified on a
quarterly basis rather than on a daily basis as is
now the case,

Regulatory Agendas

NFAH
FCC
SBA

Sunshine Act Meetings
Separate Parts of This Issue
Part Il, Reader Aids—List of Libraries That Have

Announced Availability of Federal Register and
Code of Federal Reguiations
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Agricultural Marketing Service Customs Service
RULES RULES
Cotton: Liguidation of duties:

24927

24927

24962

24930

24969

25018

24978

24978
24978
24978
24979

24940

Sea Island, official standards, and long-staple,
tentative standards

Miik marketing arders:
Southern lllinois and Central Illinois

Agriculture Department

See Agricultural Marketing Service; Animal and
Plant Health Inspection Service; Federal Crop
Insurance Corporation.

Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms Bureau
PROPOSED RULES R
Alcoholic beverages:
Labeling and advertising; ingredient disclosure
and partial exemptions, propesed rescission

Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service
RULES
Animal and poultry import restrictions:
Water buffalo from Trinidad; Harry S. Truman
Animal Import Center; special permit

Arts and Humanities, National Foundation
PROPOSED RULES
Regulatory agenda, National Endowment for
Humanities
NOTICES
Meetings:

Humanities Panel

Centers for Disease Control
See lNational Institute for Occupational Safety and
Health.

. Civil Aeronautics Board

NOTICES
Hearings, etc.;

ICB International Airlines fitness investigation

Civil Rights Commission

NOTICES

Meetings; State advisory committees:
Maine
Massachusetts (2 documents)
Missouri
Nebraska

Commerce Department
See International Trade Administration.

Commeodity Futures Trading Commission
RULES

Registration forms and requirements; adoption of
final rules and deferral of effective date

24944

24964

25018

24981

24980

24948

24946

24945

249850

24967
24966

Currency conversion and certification; quarterly
list additions (Brazil, Hong Kong. Iran, China,
Philippines, Singapore, Thailand, and Venezuela)

Defense Department
PROPOSED RULES
Civilian health and medical program of uniformed
services (CHAMPUS):
Electric-powered cart-type vehicles; physician
authorized use as alternative to wheelchairs

Drug Enforcement Administration
NOTICES
Registration applications, etc.; controlled
substances:

Wilson, Kenneth E., D.D.S.

Economic Regulatory Administration
NOTICES
Powerplant and industrial fuel use; prohibition
orders, exemption requests, etc.:
Arizona Publie Service Co. et al.

Education Department
NOTICES
Meetings:
Bilingual Education National Advisory Council

Energy Department

See Economic Regulatory Administration; Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission; Hearings and
Appeals Office, Energy Department

Environmental Protection Agency
RULES
Air pollution control; new mator vehicles and
engines:
High altitude emission standards, light duty
trucks and vehicles; 1982 and 1983 model year;
use in low altitude areas
Air quality implementation plans; approval and
promulgation; various States, etc.:
Ohio
Pesticide chemicals in or on raw agricultural
commodities; tolerances and exemptions, etc.:
Certification under Regulatory Flexibility Act;
policy
Pesticides; tolerances in animal feeds and human
food:
Certification under Regulatory Flexibility Act:
policy
PROPOSED RULES
Air quality implementation plans; approval and
promulgation; various States, etc.
New Hampshire
Ohio
Hazardous waste programs, State; interim
authorizations;
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24968 Kansas Federal Register Office
Pesticide programs: 24068 (Editorial note: For list of libraries that have
24965 Registration and classification; State FIFRA announced availability of Federal Register and
Issues Research and Evaluation Group working Code of Federal Regulations, see Reader Aids
committees, meetings carried in Part II of this issue.)
NOTICES
Meetings: Federal Reserve System
24987 Health Effects of Diesel Emissions Symposium NOTICES
Toxic and hazardous substances control: Applications, etc.:
24988, Premanufacture notices receipls (2 documents) 24995 Good Thunder Bancshares, Inc.
24990 24995 Grant Bancshares, Inc.
24996 Lakeville Financial Services, Inc.
Federal Aviation Administration 24996 Texas Commerce Bancshares, Inc.
RULES Bank holding companies; proposed de novo
Airworthiness directives: nonbank activities:
24931 Beech 24994 Worcester Bancorp, Inc., et al.
24933, McDonnell Douglas (2 documents)
24934 Federal Trade Commission
24932, Piper (2 documents) RULES
24935 Prohibited trade practices:
24935 Sikorsky 24940 ]. Walter Thompson Co.
24936 Stewart-Warner 24940 Teledyne, Inc., et al.
24937 Standard instrument approach procedures NOTICES
PROPOSED RULES B 3 Premerger notification waiting periods; early
24957~ Transition areas (6 documents) terminations:
24961 24996 American Medical International, Inc.
24957 VOR Federal airways 24996 E. F. Hutton Group, Inc.
NOTICES
Meetings: Fish and Wildlife Service
25027 National Airspace Review program NOTICES
25000~ Endangered and threatened species permit
Federal Communications Commission 25001 applications (6 documents)
PROPOSED RULES
24969 Regulatory agenda General Services Administration
See Federal Register Office.
Federal Insura ti
,:;‘:;sgf' R?,&snw el Health and Human Services Department
Crop insurance; various commodities: See Health Resources Administration; Human
24954  Barley : Development Services Office. National Institute for
Occupational Safety and Health,
:;::?sl EischoniChnvriision Health Resources Administration
24993 Ohio special primary and general elections; filing l\liu “Efs a o
aton eetings; advisory committees:
24997 May; cancellation
:::f:s'" Emergency Management Agency Hearings and Appeals Office, Energy Department
> E NOTICES
24951 H(lv'odple;in' matnagen'wnt fmld |v;:;tl;]n;:'is prglecuon. Applications for exception:
raling:ol-aiructures in cohsial Nigh hAzard areas 24986, Decisions and orders (2 documents)
4987
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission : Remedial orders:
mf:fif;s o 24986  Objections filed
24982 Colorado Interstate Gas Co.
24984 Louisville Gas & Electric Co. el al. ::.::;’; Development Services Office
24985 Ohio Edison Co. : : =9
< g Grant applications and proposals; closing dates:
25031 Meetings; Sunshine Act 24997 Native American projects
:;gzm' Home Loan Bank Board Immigration and Naturalization Service
ES RULES
25031 Meetings; Sunshine Act 24929 Forms, immigration; parole termination; written
notice requirements
Federal Maritime Commission
NOTICE Interior Department
Freight forwarder licenses: See Fish and Wildlife Service; Land Management
24993 Boudreaux, Gerald R., et al, Bureau; National Park Service; Surface Mining
24994 Ford Pak, Inc. Reclamation and Enforcement Office.
24994 Wheeler & Miller
25031 Meetings; Sunshine Act
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24945

24980
24980

24979
24979
24979

25002~
25006
25008

24999

25031

25020

25031

24952

24998
24999

25001
25001

Internal Revenue Service

RULES

Income taxes:
Corporations; treatment of interests as stock or
indebledness; effective date delayed

International Trade Administration
NOTICES
Meetings:
Importers and Retailers’ Textile Advisory
Commitiee
Management-Labor Textile Advisory Committee
Scientific articles; duty free entry:
Carnegie-Mellon University
Louisiana State University Medical Center
University of Utah Research Institute

Interstate Commerce Commission
NOTICES
Motor carriers:
Permanent authority applications (4 documents)

Temporary authority applications

Justice Department
See Drug Enforcement Administration; Immigration
and Naturalization Service.

Land Management Bureau

NOTICES

Environmental statements; availability, etc:
Lakeview District grazing management program,
Oreg.; hearing

Legal Services Corporation
NOTICES
Meetings; Sunshine Act

Management and Budget Office
NOTICES
Agency forms under review

National Credit Union Administration
NOTICES
Meetings: Sunshine Act

National Highway Traffic Safety Administration
RULES
Fuel economy standards, average; passenger
automobile; exemptions:

Avanti Motors Corp.

National Institute for Occupational Safety and
Health
NOTICES
Meetings:
Chemical protective clothing
Control technology assessment of chemical
process batch unit operations

National Park Service

NOTICES

Concession contract negotiations
Hite Resort & Marina, Inc.

Environmental statements; availability, etc.:
Big Thicket National Preserve, Tex., Ladd
Petroleum Corp.; operations plan for seismograph
survey

25020
25019

25019
25020

25019
25032

25024
25024

24931

24955

25026

25026

24963

25032

25027

Nuclear Regulatory Commission
NOTICES
Applications, etc.:
Southern California Edison Co.
Tennessee Valley Authority
Environmental statements; availability, etc.:
Ogle Petroleum, Inc; Bison Basin project, Wyo.
Teton Exploration Drilling Co., Inc.; Leuenberger
project, Wyo.; source material license
Meetings:
Reactor Safeguards Advisory Committee
Meetings; Sunshine Act

Securities and Exchange Commission
NOTICES
Hearings, etc.:

Consolidated Natural Gas Co.

EGT Money Market Trust

Small Business Administration
RULES
Pollution control:
Defaulted obligations: repayment by small
concerns for funds paid by SBA; inlerest rate
PROPOSED RULES :
Regulatory agenda
NOTICES
Disaster areas:
Wisconsin

State Department
NOTICES
Iran, registration of claims against

Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement

Office

PROPOSED RULES

Permanent and interim regulatory programs:
Regulatory burden reduction; draft availability
and meetings

Tennessee Valley Authority
NOTICES
Meetings; Sunshine Act

Transportation Department
See Federal Aviation Administration; National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration.

Treasury Department
See Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms Bureau;
Customs Service; Internal Revenue Service,

Water Resources Council
NOTICES
Water assessment reports:
Banklick Corporation Coal-liquid Project. Fla.

MEETINGS ANNOUNCED IN THIS ISSUE

25018

ARTS AND HUMANITIES, NATIONAL FOUNDATION
Humanities Panel, Washington, D.C. (closed), 5-21
and 5-22-81 °
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24978
24978
24978

24979

24980

24980

24980

24965

24987

24998

24999

25019

25027

CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION
Maine Advisory Committee, Augusta, Maine
(open), 5-28-81

Massachusetts Advisory Committee, Boston, Mass.

(open), 5-21 and 6-11-81 (2 documents)
Missouri Advisory Committee, Columbia, Mo.
(open), 5-18 and 5-19-81

Nebraska Advisory Committee, Omaha, Nebr.
{open), 5-29-81

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT

International Trade Administration—

Importers and Retailer’s Textile Advisory
Committee, Washington, D.C. (open), 6-9-81
Management-Labor Textile Advisory Committee,
Washington, D.C. {open), 6-9-81

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT
National Advisory Council on Bilingual Education,
Boston, Mass. (open), 5-28-81

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

State FIFRA Issues Research and Evaluation
Group, working committees, St. Louis, Mo. [open),
5-19 through 5-22-81

Symposium on the Health Effects of Diesel
Emissions, Raleigh, N.C. (open), 10-5 through
10-7-81

HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES DEPARTMENT
Centers for Disease Control—

Chemical Protective Clothing, Rockville, Md.
(open), 6-3-81

Control Technology Assessment of Chemical
Process Batch Unit Operations, Cincinnati, Ohio,
(open), 5-20-81

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards,
Subcommittee on Class-9 Accidents, Washington,
D.C. (open). 5-21 and 5-22-81

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

Federal Aviation Administration—

National Airspace Review, Washington, D.C.
(open), 5-18 through 5-20-81

CANCELLED MEETINGS

24997

HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES DEPARTMENT
National Council on Health Planning and
Development, originally scheduled for 5-7-81

HEARINGS

24980

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT
National Advisory Council on Bilingual Education,
Boston, Mass., 5-27-81

CONSUMER SUBJECT LISTING

24962

The following items have been identified by the
issuing agency as documents of particular
consumer interest. This listing highlights the broad
subject area of consumer concern followed by the
specific subject matter of the document, Issuing
agency, and document category.

ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES

Labeling and advertising of wine, distilled spirits,
and malt beverages; Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms Bureau; Proposed Rules.
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CFR PARTS AFFECTED IN THIS ISSUE

,; cumulative list of the parts affected this month can be found in
the Reader Aids section at the end of this issue,
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Rules and Regulations

Federal Regisler
Vol. 46, No. 85
Monday, May 4, 1981

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains regulatory documents having
gencral applicability and legal effect, most
of which are keyed 1o and codified in
the Code of Federal Regulations, which is
published under 50 tiles pursuant to 44

. 1510.

Tne Code of Federal Regulations is soid
by the Superintendent of Documents.
prices of new books are listed in the
trst FEDERAL REGISTER issue of each

month

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Agricultural Marketing Service
7CFR Part 28

Official Standards for Grades of Sea
Island Cotton, and Tentative

Standards for the Preparation of Long-
Staple Cotton

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The regulations (7 CFR Part
28) under the United States Cotton
Standards Act (7 U.S.C. 51-85) are
amended through rescission of (1) the
Official Standards of the United States
for the Grades of Sea Island Cotton (7
CFR 28,551 through 28.560, and

§ 28.303(c)), and (2) the Tentative
Standards for the Preparation of Long-
Staple Cottan (7 CFR 28.591 through
28.584). The maintenance of these
standards presently serves no purpose.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 3, 1981,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Harvin R. Smith, Chief, standards and
Testing Branch, Cotton Division,
Agricultural Marketing Service,
Washington, D.C. 20250 (202-447-2167).
The final Impact Analysis detailing the
options considered in developing this
final rule and the impact of
implementing each option is published
in its entirety below in “"Supplementary
Information,"

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
final rule has been reviewed under
USDA procedures established in
accordance with Executive Order 12291
and has been classified “nonmajor."”
William T. Manley, Deputy
Administrator, Marketing

Operations, has determined that this
action will not have a significant impact
on a substantial number of small

entities. The proposed rescission was
published on page 75218 of the Federal
Register of November 14, 1980. The
deadline for comments to be received
was January 15, 1981,

e proposed rescission was well
disseminated to all interested parties
through news releases, trade journal
articles, and through contacts with
cotton industry associations. No
negative comments were received. In
light of that and of the following points,
it was determined that no impact would
result.

(1) No production of Sea Island cotton
has been reported since 1948.

(2) The USDA-AMS Cottan Division
has not classed cotton against Sea
Island types, has not issued Sea Island
cotton standards, and has not reported
Sea Island cotton production or carry-
over for at least 15 years (the last
reference was in combination with
Sealand cotton in a 1965 Market News
footnote).

The maintenance of Sea Island cotton
standards therefore presently serves no
purpose. In the event that Sea Island
cotton production should again become
significant, new standards would have
to be prepared. The standards now
maintained by the USDA were prepared
and officially adopted in 1939 and are no
longer useful.

(3) The tentative standards for the
preparation of long-staple cotton have
not been used, nor prepared, for at least
15 years. Improvements in ginning
technology have removed the need for
separate standards for the preparation
of long staple cotton.

Accordingly, the following action is to
become effective 30 days after
publication (June 3, 1981).

§§ 28.551—28.5607 [Removed]
1. 7 CFR 28.551 through 7 CFR 28.560
are removed. :

§28.303 [Amended]

2.7 CFR 28.303(c) is removed.

3.7 CFR Part 28 is amended by
revising § 28.2 (o) and (p) to read as
follows:

§28.2 Terms defined.

(o) Upland Cotton. All cotton grown
anywhere within the continental United
States including the growths sometimes
referred to as Upland, Gulf, and Texas
cotton, but excluding American Pima

growths.

{p) Official Cotton Standards. Official
cotton standards of the United States for
the grade of American Upland cotton,
and American Pima colton, for length of
staple, and for fiber fineness and
maturity, adopted or established
pursuant to the act, or any change or
replacement thereof.

§28.591-28.594 [Removed]
4. 7 CFR 28.591 through 28.594 are
removed.
Dated: April 27, 1981,
William T. Manley,
Deputy Administrator, Marketing Program
Operations.
[FR Doc. 83-13327 Filed 5-1-81: 845 am)
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M

7 CFR Parts 1032 and 1050
[Milk Order Nos. 32 and 50]

Milk in the Southern lllinois and
Central lllinols Marketing Areas; Order
Suspending Certain Provisions

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Suspension of rules.

SUMMARY: This action suspends certain
provisions relating to how much milk
not needed for fluid (bottling) use may
be moved directly from farms to
manufacturing plants and still be priced
under the orders. The suspension
removes the limits on such movements
of milk during the months of April
through July 1981 in the Southern lllinois
market and during the month of April
1981 in the Central lllinois market.
Comments received in response to the
proposed action asserted the suspension
was needed to assure the efficient
disposition of milk not needed for fluid
use and still maintain producer status
under the respective orders for dairy
farmers regularly associated with the
markets.

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 4, 1981,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert F. Groene, Marketing Specialist,
Dairy Division, Agricultural Marketing
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Washington, D.C. 20250, (202) 447-4824.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Prior
documents in this proceeding: Notice of
Proposed Suspension: Issued April 3,
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1981; published April 8, 1981 (46 FR
21183).

It has been determined that this action
is not a major rule under the criteria set
forth in Executive Order 12291,

It also has been determined that the
need for suspending certain provisions
of the orders on an emergency basis
precludes following certain review
procedures set forth in Executive Order
12291. Such procedures would require
that this document be submitted for
review lo the Office of Management and
Budget at least 10 days prior to its
publication in the Federal Register.
However, this would not permit the
issnance of the suspension on a timely
basis necessary to include April 1961 in
the suspension period. In this instance,
the initial requests for the action was
received on March 25, 1981. Then, a
notice of proposed suspension was
issued April 3, 1981, inviting interested
parties to submit comments on the
proposed action on or before April 16,

1981.

William T, Manley, Deputy
Administrator, Agricultural Marketing
Service, has determined that this action
would not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities. This action lessens the
regulatory impact of the order on certain
milk handlers and tends to ensure that
dairy farmers would continue to have
their milk priced under the order and
thereby receive the benefits that accrue
from such pricing.

This order of suspension is issued
pursuant to the provisions of the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 &f
seq.), and of the orders regulating the
handling of milk in the Southern Illinois
and Central Illinois marketing areas.

Notice of proposed rulemaking was
published in the Federal Register (46 FR
21183) concerning a proposed
suspension of certain provisions of the
orders. Interested persons were afforded
opportunity to file written data, view,
and arguments thereon.

After consideration of all relevant
material, including the proposal set forth
in the aforesaid notice, data, views, and
arguments filed thereon, and other
available information, it is hereby found
and determined that the following
provisions of the orders do not tend to
effectuate the declared policy of the Act
for the months specified:

1. In 7 CFR Part 1032 (Southern
llinois).

a. During the month of April 1981, in
§ 1032.13(b)(2), the language “during the
months of May, June, and July, during
the months of August and December for
not more than 12 days of production of
producer milk by such producer, and in

any other month for not more than 8
days of production of producer milk by
such producer”.

b. During the months of April 1981
through July 1981, in § 1032.13(b)(3), the
language “for not more days of
production of producer milk, by such
producer than is received at a pool
plant(s) pursuant to paragraph (a) of this
section”,

2, In 7 CFR Part 1050 (Central Hlinois)
during the month of April 1981.

a. In § 1050.13(d)(1), the language
“During May, June and ]uli".

b. In § 1050.13, paragraph (d) (2), (3),
{4), and (5). !

Statement of Consideration

This action removes the limits on the
amount of milk that may be diverted
from pool plants to nonpool plants
during the months of April through July
1981 under the Southern llinois order
and during the month of April 1981
under the Central Illinois order. The
Southern Illinois order now provides

* that during the months of January

through April and September through
November not more than 8 days'
production of a producer may be
diverted to nonpool plants that are not
other order plants. Such diversions are
limited to not more than 12 days'
production of a producer during August
and December, Diversions to nonpool
plants that are also other order plants
are limited each month of the year to not
more than the number of days of
production of a producer that is received
at pool plants, The Central lllinois order
now provides that diversions to nonpool
plants may not exceed the number of
days of production that is received at
pool plants during the months of August
through April, provided that the tota
quantity of producer milk diverted does
not exceed 35 percent of the amount of
milk physically received at pool plants,
The basis for this action is an increase
in production by dairy farmers who
supply milk to handlers regulated under
the Southern Illinois and the Central
Ilinois orders. In the Southern lllinois
market, producer receipts in April 1961
are projected to be 7 percent above year
earlier levels. With this increase in
production, a greater quantity of milk
will have to be diverted to
manufacturing plants during April than
during the previous year when such
movements approached the diversion
limits of the order. Similar increases in
production are being experienced by
dairy farmers who supply the Central
1llinois market. Without suspension of
the limits on the amount of milk that can
be moved directly from farms to
manufacturing plants, uneconomic
movements of milk would be made

solely for the purpose of pooling the
milk of dairy farmers who have
regularly been associated with the
respective markets,

Increased producer receipls are
expected to continue throughou! the
spring and summer months.
Accordingly, the diversion limits should
also be suspended for the months of
May-July 1981 in the Southern Illinois
order to prevent uneconomic movements
of milk solely for pooling purposes.
Suspension action other than for the
month of April is not necessary in the
Central lllinois order however, as the
order contains no diversion limits during
the months of May through July,

Interested parties were given an
opportunity to submit written data,
views, or arguments concerning the
suspension. The suspension was
requested by a cooperative association
and comments by a handler and two
cooperative associations supported the
action on the basis that it would
facilitate the orderly and economic
disposition of an increasing supply of
milk above fluid requirements to
manufacturing plants. No views in
opposition to the suspension were
received,

It is hereby found and determined that
thirty days’ notice of the effective date
hereof is impractical, unnecessary and
contrary to the public interest in that:

{a) This suspension is necessary to
reflect current marketing conditions and
to maintain orderly marketing
conditions in the marketing areas in that
without this action uneconomic
movements of milk would be made
solely for the purpose of pooling the
milk of dairy farmers who have
regularly been associated with the
respective markets;

(b) This suspension does not require
of persons affected substantial or
extensive preparation prior to the
effective date; and

(c) Notice of proposed rulemaking was
given interested parties and they were
afforded opportunity to file written data,
views or arguments concerning this
suspension.

Therefore, good cause exists for
making this order effective upon
publication in the Federal Register (May
4, 1981).

§§ 1032.13 and 1050.13 [Amended)

It is therefore ordered, That the
aforesaid provisions in § 1032.13(b)(2) of
the Southern Illinois order are hereby
suspended for the month of April 1981,
the aforesaid provisions in
§ 1032.13(b)(3) of the Southern Illinois
order are hereby suspended for the
months of April through July 1881, and
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the aforesaid provisions in § 1050.13 of
the Central Illinois order are hereby
suspended for the month of April 1981.

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stal. 31, as amended; 7 US.C.
801-674)

Effective date: May 4, 1981,

Signed at Washington, D.C., on April 27,
1081,
€. W. McMillan,
Assistant Secretary for Marketing and
Transportation Services.
(iR Doc. 81-13418 Filed 5-1-83; 845 am]
GILLING CODE 3410-02-M
— —

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Immigration and Naturalization
Service

8 CFR Part 212

Termination of Parole

AGENCY: Immigration and Naturalization
Service, Justice.
acrion: Final rule.

sumMARY: This amendment to the
regulations expresses Service policy
that the Service is no longer required, in
certain instances, to serve an alien
written notice of the termination of his
or her parole.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 1, 1981.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION:

For General Information: Stanley J.
Kieszkiel, Acting Instructions Officer,
Immigration Naturalization
Service, 425 I Street, NW,,
Washington, D.C. 20536, Telephone:
(202) 633-3048. \

For Specific Information: Alvin
Braunstein, Immigration Inspector,
Immigration and Naturalization
Service, 425 1 Street, N.\W.,
Washington, D.C. 20536, Telephone:
(202) 633-2725.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The

present 8 CFR 212.5(b) requires that an

alien be served written notice that his/
her parole is terminated when the
authorized parole expires, when the
purpose of the parcle has been
accomplished, or when the district
director in the area where the alien
resides decides that neither emergency
nor public interest warrants the alien’s
continued presence in the United States.

_ The section also provides for further

inspection of the alien in an exclusion

hearing before an immigration judge, or
eéxecution of a previous exclusion or
deportation order, or for a new parole,
after the initial parole period has been
terminated,

It is Service policy that parole
terminates without service of a written

notice either when the alien departs
from the United States, or if he or she
has not departed, when the authorized
parole period expires. Accordingly, the
Service has divided 8 CFR 212.5(b) into
two subparagraphs: *(1) Automatic' and
*(2) On Notice.”

The new 8 CFR 212.5(b)(1) provides
that parole automatically terminates
without written notice if the alien
departs from the United States or, if he
has not departed, when the authorized
parole period expires.

The Notice of Proposed Rules
published September 2, 1980, at 45 FR
58131, resulted in three responses
involving three separate issues as
follows:

Issue No. 1.—Upon revocation of
parole the alien should be processed in
deportation rather than exclusion
proceedings.

INS Position.—Although exclusion of
an alien who is in reality firmly within
the United States may be paradoxical,
there is no doubt that Congress intended
this by the specific and unequivocal
language used in section 212(d)(5) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act, which
reads in pertinent part:

(5){A) The Attorney General may, except
as provided in subparagraph (B), in his
discretion parole into the United States
temporarily under such conditions as he may
prescribe for emergent reasons or for reasons
deemed strictly in the public interest any
alien applying for admission to the United
States, but such parole of such alien shall not
be regarded as an admission of the alien and
when the purposes of such parole shall, in the
opinion of the Attorney General, have been
served the alien shall forthwith return or be
returned to the custody from which he was
paroled and thereafter his case shall continue
to be dealt with in the same manner as that
of any other applicant for admission to the
United States, (Amended March 17, 1880,
Pub. L. 88-212, Title 11, § 203(f), 94 Stat. 107,
Effective March 17, 1980)

A distinction must be drawn between
the physical presence of the alien in the
United States on one hand, and the legal
goslure on the other which is mandated

y statute. (Matter of B—2 1 & N Dec.
172).

Issue No. 2—This proposed
amendment violates the Matter of O, 161
& N 344 (1977), which holds that under
present regulation an alien is entitled to
written natice of termination of parole
prior to the institution of exclusion
proce regardless of the manner in
which parcle is termingted. It also
violates the rules of due process.

INS Position—While we agree that
due process requires notice of
termination for cause, the automatic
termination proposed is obvious and
notice thereof is unnecessary and
administratively cumbersome. In the

case of a parolee who departs from the
United States, to reenter he or she must
again apply for admission and, if
inadmissible, a new parole must be
authorized if entry is deemed
appropriate. On the other hand, an alien
who has been paroled is given sufficient
notice of termination of that parole on
Form 1-84 (Arrival-Departure Record)
which indicates the date such parole
ends,

Since no exclusion proceeding may be
initiated without service of Form [-122,
which explains right to counsel. due
process is preserved (see 8 CFR
235.6(a)).

Issue No. 3—Service of Form |-122
sets into motion formal exclusion
proceedings before an immigration judge
thereby estopping the Service from
further inspection.

INS Position—This point is well
taken. Therefore, reference to the Form
1-122 as the vehicle for serving notice of
parole termination has been deleted
from the final rule.

In accordance with 5 U.S.C. 605(b) the
Commissioner of Immigration and
Naturalization certifies that this rule will
not have a significan!t economic impact
on a substantial number of small entities
since the rule is technical in nature and
does not impose any additional burden
on the public.

The rule is not a major rule as defined
in section 1{b) of E.O. 12291 because it
does not have an annual effect on the
economy of $100 million or more; does
not increase costs to the public; does not
have significant adverse effects on
competition, employment, investment,
productivity, innovation, or on the
ability of United States-based
enterprises to compete with foreign-
based enterprises in domestic or export
markets.

For the reasons sel out in the
preamble, Part 212 of Chapter I of Title
8, Code of Federal Regulations, is
amended by revising paragraph (b} as
set forth below:

PART 212—PAROLE
§2125 [Amended)

(b) Termination of parole—{1)
Automatic. Parole shall be automatically
terminated without written notice (i)
upon the departure from the United
States of the alien, o, (ii) if not
departed, at the expiration of the time
for which psrole was authorized, and in
the latter case the alien shall be
processed in accordance with
§ 212.5(b}(2) except that no written
notice shall be required.
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{2) On notice. In cases not covered by
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph, upon
accomplishment of the purpose for
which parole was authorized or when in
the opinion of the district director in
charge of the area in which the alien is
located neither emergency nor public
interest warrants the continued
presence of the alien in the United
States, parole shall be terminated upon
written notice to the alien and he or she
shall be restored to the status which he
or she had at the time of parole. Any
further inspection or hearing shall be
conducted under section 235 or 236 of
the Act and this chapter, or any order of
exclusion and deportation previously
entered shall be executed. If the
exclusion order cannot be executed by
deportation within a reasonable time,
the alien shall again be released on
parole unless in the opinion of the
district director the public interest
requires that the alien be continued in
custody.
{Sec. 103 and 212 8 U.S.C. 1103 and 1182)

Dated: April 20, 1981.

David Crosland,

Acting Commissioner of Immigration and
Naturalization,

[FR Doc. 81-13547 Filed $-1-81; 845 am)

BILLING CODE 4410-10-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

9 CFR Part 92

Importation of Animals Through the
Harry S Truman Animal Import Center

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This document provides
procedures for the importation of a
single shipment of water buffalo from
Trinidad, a country free of rinder pest
and foot-and-mouth disease, into the
United States through the Harry S
Truman Animal Import Center
(HSTAIC). The effect of this action will
be to allow a single shipment of water
buffalo from Trinidad to be imported
into the United States through the
HSTAIC under less stringent conditions
than are presently provided in the
regulations in § 92.41 (a) through (c) for
the importation of cattle from countries
affected with exotic diseases (such as
rinderpest and foot-and-mouth disease)
into the United States through the
HSTAIC. No requests are now pending
to import animals presently allowed by

Title 9, Code of Federal Regulations,
Part 92, into the United States through
the HSTAIC. However, a request has
been received to import a large
shipment of water buffalo into the
United States, and there is no available
space at other import stations through
which this shipment could now be
imported. Therefore, this amendment is
necessary to provide a means for this
shipment of water buffalo to be
imported into the United States through
HSTAIC which is not now in use.
DATES: Effective date: April 27, 1981.

Comments must be received on or
before: July 1, 1981,

ADDRESS: Written comments to Deputy
Administrator, USDA, APHIS, VS, Room
870, Federal Building, Hyattsville, MD
20782, 301-436-8170,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Dr. D, E. Herrick, USDA, APHIS, VS,
Room 821, Federal Building, Hyattsville,
MD 20782, 301-436-8530.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
final action has been reviewed in
conformance with Executive Order
12291, and has been determined to be
not a “major rule". This rule should
result in no significant effect on the
economy; should result in no increase in
costs or prices for consumers, individual
industries, Federal, State or local
government agencies, or geographic
regions; and should have no adverse
effects on competition, employment,
investment, productivity, or the ability
of United States-based enterprises to
compete with foreign-based enterprises
in domestic or export markets.

Dr. Harry C. Mussman, Administrator
of the Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, has determined that
this action will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. This action
will provide a means to import a single
shipment of water buffalo into the
United States which, under present
conditions, could not be imported at
other import stations without being
delayed.

Dr. M. ]. Tillery, Director, National
Program Planning Staffs, VS, APHIS,
USDA, has determined that an
emergency situation exists which
warrants publication of this amendment
without opportunity for a public
comment period on this final action. The
amendment provides for the importation
of a single shipment of water buffalo
into the United States through the
HSTAIC, and should be made effective
immediately in order to allow this
importer to arrange for the importation,
to provide quarantine space for use by
an importer which is not presently
available at other import quarantine

facilities, and to use quarantine space
available at the HSTAIC which is not
now in use. :

Therefore, pursuant to the
administrative procedure provisions in 5
U.S.C. 553, it is found upon good cause
that notice and other public procedure
with respect to this emergency final
action Is impracticable, unnecessary and
contrary to the public interest, and good
cause is found for making this
emergency final action effective less
than 30 days after publication of this
document in the Federal Register.
Comments have been solicited for 60
days after publication of this document,
and this emergency final action will be
scheduled for review so that a final
document discussing comments received
and any amendments required can be
published in the Federal Register as
soon as possible.

Sections 92.41 and 92.42 of the
regulations presently provide
requirements for the processing of
certain cattle into and through HSTAIC
which are not otherwise eligible for
importation into the United States.
Animals from countries affected with
exotic diseases such as foot-and-mouth
disease and rinderpest are not otherwise
eligible for importation into the United
States. The requirements include special
permits, a lottery system for selection of
applicants, a method of collecting fees
for the use of the HSTAIC, a
Cooperative Agreement, and criteria for
the establishment of an approved
embarkation quarantine facility outside
the United States for the purpose of
importing such cattle into the United
States through HSTAIC. These special
requirements are necessary for the
importation of cattle from rinderpest or
foot-and-mouth disease infected
countries because of the risk of the
introduction of such diseases into the
United States.

Currently, no requests are pending for
the importation of cattle through
HSTAIC. However, Grex, Incorporated,
an importer, wants to import 140 water
buffalo into the United States from
Trinidad, a country not infected with
rinderpest or foot-and-mouth disease, in
May of 1981, and space to quarantine
this shipment is not available at other
import quarantine facilities. This
document provides for the use of the
HSTAIC to import this shipment of 140
water buffalo from Trinidad into the
United States. This amendment is
necessary to provide a means for the 140
water buffalo in question to be imported
in May and to utilize the HSTAIC.

The requirements provided in §§ 92.41
and 92.42 for cattle intended for
importation from countries affected with
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exotic diseases and not otherwise
eligible for importation into the United
States are not applicable to the 140
water buffalo in question from Trinidad.
Therefore, § 9241 of the regulations is
amended to provide procedures for the
importation of water buffalo from
Trinidad into the United States through
lhe HSTAIC. Specifically, § 9241 is
amended by adding a new paragraph (d)
which provides that water buifalo from
Trinidad may be imported into the
United States through HSTAIC if such
ruminants meet all the requirements
presently in §§ 92.12(b), 82.27 and 92.28
for the importation of ruminants from '
countries of Central America and the
West Indies. The requirements in
§§ 92.27 and 92.28 are presently
applicable to ruminants from the
countries of Central America and West
Indies imported into the United States
through all other ports. Section 92.12(b)
sets forth the responsibilities of the
importer of animals, or his agent, when
importing animals through ports where
quarantine facilities are maintained by
Velerinary Services. Section 92.12(b)
requires, among other things, that the
importer, or his agent, arrange for
acceptable transportation to the
quarantine facility, and for the care,
feed, and handling of the animals from
the time they arrive at the quarantine
port to the time of release from
quarantine, and makes the importer
responsible for all expenses resulting
from inspection and other services
requested by the importer, or his agent,
and provided by Veterinary Services
with respect to the imported animals.
These provisions are applicable to this
shipment of water buffalo through
HSTAIC, rather than the special fees
and other requirements of the
regulations which, as indicated above,
are only applicable to importation of
animals through HSTAIC from countries
which are infected with foot-and-mouth
disease or rinderpest.
_ Accordingly, Part 92, Title 8, Code of
; 'L‘.t'f"rill Regulations, is amended as
ollows:

1. The authority citation for Part 92 is
amended to read as follows: ~

Authority: Secs. 8, 7, 8, 10, 26 Stal. 416, as
imended, 417, seo. 2, 32 Stat, 792, as
amended, sec. 306, 46 Stal. 889, as amonded,
secs. 2,3, 4,11, 76 Stat. 129, 130, 132; sec. 1, 84
Stat. 202, 19 1U.8.C. 1206, 21 U.S.C, 102-105,
111, 1344, 134b, 134¢, 134f, 135, unless
otherwise noted.

2.In § 92.41, a new paragraph (d) is
added to read:

§92.41 Requirements for the importation
of animals into the United States through
the Harry S. Truman Animal Import Center.

(d) Water buffalo from Trinidad.
Notwithstanding the other provisions of
this section, one shipment of
approximately 140 water buffalo from
Trinidad may be imported into the
United States through HSTAIC in 1881
in compliance with the requirements in
§§ 92.12(b), 92.27 and 92.28 applicable to
importations of ruminants from
countries of Central America and the
West Indies.

All written submissions made
pursuant to this final rule will be made
available for public inspection at the
Federal Building, 6505 Belcrest Road,
Room 870, Hyattsville, MD, during
regular hours of business (8 a.m. to 4:30
p.m., Monday to Friday, except
holidays) in a manner convenient o the
public business (7 CFR 1.27(b)).

Comments submitted should bear a
reference to the date and page number
of this issue in the Federal Register.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 27th day of
April 1981,

J. K. Atwell,
Deputy Administrator, Veterinary Services.
(PR Doc, 81-13416 Piled 5-1-5%; 243 am)

" BILLING CODE 3410-34-M

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION
13 CFR Part 111

Pollution Control Guarantee Program;
Amendment to Regulations Providing
for the Interest Rate at Which the
Small Concern Repays SBA for
Payments Under Its Guarantee

AGENCY: Small Business Administration.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment, proposed
on October 8, 1980 {45 FR 66807), would
require the small concern which defaults
on its obligations under the Qualified
Contract to repay SBA for all funds paid
by SBA under the Guarantee at a rate of
interest determined by the Secretary of
the Treasury. Such rate shall take into
consideration the current average yield
on outstanding marketable obligations
of the United States with remaining
periods to maturity comparable to the
then remaining maturity of the small
concern’s defaulted obligation.
EFFECTIVE DATE: May 4, 1981.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Vincent A. Fragnito, Chief, Pollution
Control Guarantees, Magazine Building,
Rosslyn, Virginia 22209, (703) 235-2902,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: No
comments were received on the
published proposal. The rule is therefore
adopted as proposed.

Pursuant to the authority of Section
308(c) of the Small Business Investment

Act, as amended, 15 U.S.C. 687(c), Part

111 of Chapter I, Title 13 of the Code of
Federal Regulations is hereby amended
by adding the following sentence at the
end of § 111.10 as set forth below:

§111.10 Payments of installments in
default.

* * * The small concern shall repay
SBA for all payments made under the
Pollution Control Guarantee at a rate of
interest determined by the Secretary of
the Treasury taking into consideration
the current average market yield on
outstanding marketable obligations of
the United States with remaining
periods to maturity comparable to the
then remaining maturity of the small
concern's defaulted obligation.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistunce No.

59.031 Small Business Pollution Control
Financing Guarantee)

Dated: April 27, 1981.
Michael Cardenas,
Administrator.

[FR Doc. $1-13304 Filed 5-1-81: 845 am}
BILLING CODE 8026-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 81-CE-7-AD; Amdt. 39-4101]

Beech Model 77 Airplanes;
Airworthiness Directives

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new Airwarthiness Directive (AD)
which requires a one-time inspection
and modification of the shoulder
harness attach bracket of certain Beech
Model 77 airplanes to ensure that
fasteners are capable of sustaining
design loads. Fallure of this bracket
could cause serious injury during a
minor crash landing.

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 7, 1981.

COMPLIANCE: Within the next 50 hours

time-in-service after the effective date of
this AD.

ADDRESSES: Beechcralt Service
Instructions No. 1173, applicable to this
AD, may be obtained from Beech
Aircraft Corporation, Liberal Division,
Liberal, Kansas 67901; telephone number
(316) 624-1613. A copy of the
instructions is contained in the Rules
Docket, Room 918, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20591,
and Office of Regional Counsel, FAA,
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Room 1558, 601 East 12th Streel, Kansas
City, Missouri 64106.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Don L. Williams, Aerospace Engineer,
Aircraft Certification Program, Room
238, Terminal Building 2299, Mid-
Continent Airport, Wichita, Kansas
67209; telephone (316) 842-4219.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Missing
rivets and insufficient fastener edge
distances have been found on the P/N
108-440000-31 shoulder harness attach
bracket of Beech Model 77 airplanes.
This condition affects the ability of the
shoulder harness attach bracket to carry
design loads. Failure of this bracket will
cause shoulder harness failure and
could result in serious injury during a
minor crash landing. The airplane
manufacturer has issued Service
Instructions No. 1173 calling for
inspection and rework of the shoulder
harness attach bracket of Beech Model
77 airplanes within the next 50 hours
time-in-service. Since the condition
described herein is likely to exist on
other airplanes of the same type design,
an AD is being issued, applicable to
Beech Model 77 airplanes, requiring one-
time inspection modification of the
shoulder harness attach bracket in
accordance with the aforementioned
service instructions. Since a situation
exists which requires expediting
adoption of the amendment, notice and
public procedure under 5 U.S.C. 553(b) is
impracticable and contrary to the public
interest and good cause exists for
making the amendment effective in less
than thirty (30) days after the date of
publication in the Federal Register.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
§ 39.13 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations {14 CFR 39.13) is amended
by adding the following new
Airworthiness Directive.

Beech: Applies to Model 77 (Serial Numbers
WA-3, WA-5 through WA-161, WA-163
through WA-174, WA-177 through WA~
186, and WA-188 through WA-181)
sirplanes certificated in any category.

Compliance: Required as indicated unless
already accomplished.

To ensure the required structural level of
occupant protection during minor crash
conditions, within the next 50 hours time-in-
service after the effective date of this AD,
accomplish the following:

(A) Visually inspect for missing rivets and
insufficient fastener edge distances and then
modify, as necessary, the P/N 108-440000-31
shoulder harness attach bracket in
accordance with procedures set forth in
Beechcraft Service Instructions No, 1173,

(B) Within 48 hours report missing rivels,
insufficient fastener edge distance, or other
defects found as a result of the inspection

required herein, to the FAA via anM or D
Report (FAA Form 8330-2) or a letter to the
Chief, Aircraft Certification Program, Federal
Aviation Administration, Room 238, Terminal
Building 2209, Mid-Continent Airport,
Wichita, Kansas 87209, Describe the defect
found, total time-in-service on the airplane or
part at time of discovery, and the aircraft
sorial number. (Reporting approved by the
Office of Management and Budget under
OMB No. 04-R0174).

(C) Aircraft may be flown in accordance
with FAR 21,197 to a location where this AD
may be accomplished.

(D) Any equivalent method of compliance
with this AD must be approved by the Chief,
Aircraft Certification Program Office, Room
238, Terminal Building 2299, Mid-Continent
Airport, Wichita, Kansas 67208; telephone
(316) 942-4285.

This amendment becomes effective May 7,
1961.

(Secs. 313(a), 601 and 803 of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, (49 US.C.
1354(a), 1421 and 1423); sec. 6(c) Department
of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); sec.
11.89 of the Federal Aviation Regulations

{14 CFR 11.89))

Note~The FAA has determined that this
regulation is an emergency regulation that is
not major under Section 8 of Executive Order
12201. It is impracticable for the agency fo
follow the procedures of Order 12291 with
respect to this rule since the rule must be
issued immediately to correct an unsafe
condition in aircrafi. It has been further
determined that this document involves an
emergency regulation under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034;
February 26, 1979), If this action is
subsequently determined to involve a
significant regulation, a final regulatory
evaluation or analysis, as appropriate, will be
prepared and placed in the regulatory docket
{otherwise, an evaluation is not required). A
copy of it, when filed, may be obtained by
contacting the person identified under the
caption “For Further Information Contact.”

This rule is a final order of the
Administrator under the Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended. As such, itis
subject to review only by the courts of
appeals of the United States, or the United
States Court of Appeals of the District of
Columbia.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on April
20, 1981,

John E. Shaw,

Acting Director, Central Region.
[FR Dot 8113377 Filed 5-1-81; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 81-50-20; Amdt. No. 39-4100]

Piper Model PA-34 Series Airplanes;
Airworthiness Directives

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts «
new Airworthiness Directive (AD)
applicable to certain Piper Models PA-
34-200 (Seneca) and PA-34-200T
(Seneca I} series airplanes by requiring
a modification to the forward baggage
door. The amendment is needed to
prevent the possible inflight opening of
the forward baggage door, with resulting
pilot distraction and possible structural
damage to the aircrafl.

DATES: Effective April 30, 1981,
Compliance required within the next 25
hours time in service after the effective
date of this AD, unless already
accomplished.

ADDRESSES: The applicable Piper
Service Bulletin may be obtained from
Piper Aircraft Corporation, Lock Haven
Division, Lock Haven, Pennsylvania
17745, telephone (717) 748-6711.

A copy of the service bulletin is aiso
contained in the Rules Docket, Room
275, Engineering and Manufacturing
Branch, FAA, Southern Region, 3400
Norman Berry Drive, East Point, Georgia
30344,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Curtis Jackson, Aerospace Engineering,
ASO-212, Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch, FAA. Southern
Region, P.O. Box 208386, Atlanta, Georgia
30320, telephone (404) 763-7407.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: There
have been reports of inflight openings.of
the forward baggage door on certain
Piper Models PA-34-200 and PA-34-
200T airplanes which could result in
pilot distraction and possible structural
damage to the airplanes. Since this
situation is likely to exist or develop on
other airplanes of the same type design,
an Airworthiness Directive is being
issued which requires modification of
the forward baggage door on certain
Piper Models PA-34-200 and PA-34-
200T series airplanes.

Since a situation exists that requires
the immediate adoption of this
regulation, it is found that notice and
public procedure hereon are
impracticable and good cavse exists [or
making this amendment effective in less
than 30 days.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amended
by adding the following new
Airworthiness Directive (AD}):

Piper Aircraft Corporation: Applies to the
following Model PA-34 series afrplancs.
certificated in all categories:

PA-34-200 Seneca—34-7250001 through 34-

7550220
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PA-34-200T Seneca 11—34-7570001 through

34-8070367

Compliance is required within the next 25
hours time in service after the effective date
of this AD, unless already accomplished.

To prevent inflight opening of the forward
beggage door, accomplish the following:

(a) Modify the forward baggage door in
sccordance with Piper Airoraft Corporation
Service Bulletin No. 8338, Part IV, dated
October 3, 1980,

(b) Make appropriate maintenance record
entry.

An equivalent method of complisnce may
be approved by the Chief, Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch, Federal Aviation
Administration, Southern Region.

This amendment becomes effective
April 30, 1881,

This action is in addition o the
modifications which were required in AD 79—
23-01.

[Secs. 313{a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended (46 U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421, and 1423); Sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); 14
CFR 11.89)

Note.—~The FAA has determined that this
regulation is an emergency regulation that is
not mafor under Section 8 of Executive Order
12291, It is impracticable for the agency to
follow the procedures of Order 12201 with
respect to this rule since the rule must be
issued immediately to correct an unsafe
condition in aircraft. It has been further
determined that this document involves an
emergency regulation under Dot Regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034;
February 26, 1979). If this action is
subsequently determined to involye a
significant regulation, a final regulatory
evaluation or analysis, as appropriate, will be
prepared and placed in the regulatory docket
(otherwise, an evaluation is not required). A
copy of it, when filed. may be obtained by
contacting the person identified under the
caption “For Further Information Contact,”

Issued in East Point, Georgia, on April 22,
1881,

George R. LaCaille,

Acting Director, Southern Region.
PR Doc. 81-133530 Piled 5-1-81; 845 am)|
BILUING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No, 81-NW-11AD; Amdt. 39-4107]

McDonnell Douglas Model DC-9-81

Serles Airplanes; Airworthiness
Directives

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule,

SUMMARY: This is a publication of a
telegraphic Airworthiness Directive
(AD) which was issued on February 9,
1981, requiring disengagement of the
autothrottle during approach prior to
reaching 50 feet AGL. This action is

necessary to prevent unscheduled
deployment of the thrust reversers
during approach prior to touchdown. To
prevent such deployment, the rule
requires placarding of each aircraft and
amendment of the FAA Approved Flight
Manual.

DATES: Effective May 14, 1981, This AD
was effective earlier to all recipients of
telegraphic AD T81-04-51 dated
February 9, 1981, Compliance schedule
as prescribed in the body of the AD,
unless already accomplished.
ADDRESSES: The applicable service
information may be obtained from:
McDonnell Douglas Corporation, 3855
Lakewood Boulevard, Long Beach,
California 90846, Attention: Director,
Publications and Training, C1-750 (54-
60). This information also may be
examined at FAA Northwest Region,
9010 East Marginal Way South, Seattle,
Washington 98108, or 15000 Aviation
Boulevard, Hawthorne, California 90261,
Room 6W14.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Duane A. Naff, Supervisory Aerospace
Engineer, Propulsion Branch, ANW-
140L, Federal Aviation Administration,
Northwest Region, Los Angeles Area
Aircraft Certification Office, P.O. Box
92007, World Way Postal Center, Los
Angeles, California 80009, telephone
{213) 536-8383.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
February 8, 1981, an emergency
telegraphic AD, T81-04-51, was issued
and made effective upon receipt of all
known U.S. operators on McDonnell
Douglas Model DC-0-81 series
airplanes. This AD requires disengaging
the autothrottle during approach before
reaching fifty feet AGL; placarding each
aircraft with disengagement instructions
in full view of each pilot; and revision of
the FAA-approved Airplane Flight
Manual. This action was prompted by a
reported incident revealing that during
approach for landing with the :
autothrottles engaged, when the
automatic retard mode is activated at
forty feet AGL and the throttles retarded
to the aft limit, there is a possibility that
a reverser lever may be driven up to the
point where the reverser buckets may
deploy thereby causing a hazardous
condition.

Since a situation exists that requires
immediate adoption of this regulation, it
is found that notice and public
procedure hereon are impracticable and
good cause exists for making this
Smcndment effective in less than 30

ays.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,

§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amended
by adding the following new
Airworthiness Directive:

McDonnell Douglas: Applies to McDonnell
Douglas Model DC-9-81 series airplanes
certificated in all categories. Compliance
required as noted in the body of this AD,
unless already accomplished. To prevent
unscheduled deployment of the thrust
reversers during approach prior to
touchdown, accomplish the following:

A. Effective immediately after the effective
date of this AD, the flight crew shall
disengage the autothrottle during approach
prior to reaching 50 feet AGL.

B. Within 48 hours calendar time after
receipt of this AD, unless already
accomplished:

1. Placard each aircraft in clear view of
each pilot with the following wording:
“Disengage ATS on approach before reaching
50 feet AGL."

2. The FAA-approved Airplane Flight
Manual shall be revised to add the following
in the limitations section: Autothrottles: The
autothrottles must be disengaged during
approach before reaching 50 feet ACL.

C. Alternate means of compliance or other
actions which provide an equivalent level of
safety may be used when approved by the
Chief, Los Angeles Area Alrcraft Certification
Office, FAA Northwest Region.

This amendment becomes effective
May 14, 1981, to all persons, except
those to whom it was made immediately
effective by telegram dated February 9,
1981.

{Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421, and 1423; Sec. 8(c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14
CFR 11.89)

Note.—~The FAA has determined that this
regulation is an emergency regulation that is
not major under Section 8 of Executive Order
12291, It is impracticable for the agency to
follow the procedures of Order 12291 with
respect to this rule since the rule must be
issued immediately to correct an unsafe
condition in aircraft. It has been further
determined that this document involves an
emergency regulation under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034;
February 26, 1979). If this action is
subsequently determined to invelve a
significant regulation, a final regulatory
evaluation or analysis, as appropriate, will be
prepared and placed in the regulatory docket
(otherwise, an evaluation is not required), A
copy of it, when filed, may be obtained by
contacting the person identified above under
the caption “For Further Information
Contact,"”

This rule is a final order of the
Administrator under the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended. As
such, it is subject to review only by the
courts of appeals of the United States, or
the United States Court of Appeals for
the District of Columbia.
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Issued in Seattle, Washington, on April 24,
1981

Jonathan Howe,

Acting Director, Northwest Regian.
[FR Doc. #1-12458 Filed 5-1-8i: 845 wm]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No 80-WE-53-AD; Amdt. 38-4104]

McDonnell Douglas Model DC-10
Series Airplanes; Airworthiness
Directives

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new Airworthiness Directive (AD)
which requires replacement of the
electrical connector assembly in the fuel
boost/transfer pump housing on certain
McDonnell Douglas DC-10 series
airplanes. This AD is needed because
the possibility of electrical arcing and
burning in the presence of fuel and fuel
vapor constitutes a fire hazard,

DATES: Effective date July 22, 1981.
Compliance required within 300 hours'
time in service from the effective date of
this AD unless already accomplished.
ADDRESSES: The applicable service
information may be obtained from:
McDonnell Douglas Corporation, 3855
Lakewood Boulevard, Long Beach,
California 90846, Attention: Director,
Publications and Training, Cl-750 (54—
80). This information also may be
examined at FAA Northwest Region,
9010 East Marginal Way South, Seattle,
Washington 98108, or 15000 Aviation
Boulevard, Hawthorne, California 90261,
Room 6W14.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Duane Walif, Aerospace Engineer,
Propulsion Branch, ANW-140L, Federal
Aviation Administration, Northwest
Region, Los Angeles Area Aircraft
Certification Office, P.O. Box 82007,
World Way Postal Center, Los Angeles,
California 90009, telephone (213) 536~
6383,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
proposal to amend Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations to include an
Airworthiness Directive requiring
replacement of certain electrical
connector assemblies in the fuel boost/
transfer pump housings in certain DC-10
aircraft was published in the Federal
Register at 45 FR 74405, November 10,
1880. The proposal was prompted by
reports of electrical arcing and burning
between loose pins in the electrical
connector assembly in the fuel boost/
transfer pump housing on certain
McDonnell Douglas DC-10 airplanes

which could result in an ignition source
in the pump housing. Since this
condition is likely to exist or develop on
other airplanes of the same type design,
this AD requires replacement of the
connector assembly with an improved
assembly. Interested persons have been
afforded an opportunity to participate in
the making of the amendment. One
industry association indicated that
member DC-10 operators have
previously accomplished the proposed
replacement. FAA that a
substantial portion of the affected
airplanes likely have been modified, and
compliance is clearly specified to be
required only if not already
accomplished. The aircraft manufacturer
similarly indicated their records show
all in-service airplanes have been
modified. FAA does not accept
manufacturer's records, relative to field
maintenance, as a conclusive indication
that modifications made mandatory in
the interest of safety have been
accomplished. The manufacturer
commented further that the pump
housing has been demonstrated to be
explosion proof. FAA acknowledges
such demonstration and agrees that this
deslgjn makes propagation of ignition to
the fuel tank unlikely. However, this is
viewed only as additional assurance
against an unsafe condition resulting
from ignition, assuming the possibility of
ignition is unlikely. In view of the
reports of arcing and burning
experienced in the field, and recognizing
such an ignition source in the presence
of fuel and/or fuel vapors could result in
ignition of the fuel, FAA believes it is
necessary to minimize the possibility of
such arcing and burning to achieve the
desired level of safety.

It is estimated that 97 aircraft world
wide may be affected by this action.
However, it has been reported that a
significant number of these aircraft have
complied with the manufacturers
instructions to inspect for, and replace,
defective connector assemblies.
Therefore, the total cost of this action is
not known, but the cost is estimated to
be $700 per aircraft. This estimate is
based on an average labor cost of $35
per hour and 20 hours required to
accomplish the modification. The parts
are supplied by the manufacturer at no
charge.

After review of all available data,
including comments submitted, the FAA
has determined that the proposed rule
should be adopted, without change,

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend
Section 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) by

adding the following new Airworthiness
Directive:

McDonnell Douglas: Applies to McDonnel!
Douglas Model DC-10 series airplanes,
fuselage numbers 1 through 98, except
fuselage number 2, certificated in all
categaries. See McDonnell Douglas
Service Bulletin identified below for the
applicable aircraft serial numbers.
Compliance is required as indicated,
unless already accomplished.

To prevent electrical arcing and burning in
the electrical connector in the Hydro-Aire
fue! pump housing. accomplish the following:

(a) Within 300 hours’ additional time in
service after the effective date of this AD,
replace the electrical connectors in the fuel
boost/transfer pump housings in those fuel
tanks specified, in accordance with
paragraph 2, Accomplishment Instructions,
McDannell Douglas Service Bulletin, DC-10
SE 28-17, Revision 2, dated July 27, 1973.

(b) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.189 to
operate airplanes to a base for the
accomplishment of modifications required by
this AD.

(c) Alternative modifications or other
actions which provide an equivalent leve! of
safety may be used when approved by Chief,
Los Angeles Area Aircraft Certification
Office, FAA Northwest Region.

The manufacturer’s specifications and
producers indentified and described in this
directive are incorporated herein and made o
part hereof pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(1).

All persons affected by this directive who
have not already received these documents
from the manufacturer may obtain copies
upon request to the McDonnell Douglas
Corporation, 3855 Lakewood Boulevard, Long
Beach, California 80846, Attention: Director,
Publications and Training, Cl-750 (54-00).
These documents also may be examined at
FAA Northwest Region, 9010 East Marginal
Way South, Seattle, Washington 98108, or
15000 Aviation Boulevard, Hawthorne,
California 80261, Room 6W14.

This amendment becomes effective
July 22, 1981,

(Secs 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a).
1421, and 1423; Sec. B{c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)): and 14
CFR 11.89)

Note~The FAA has determined that this
document involves a regulation which is not
considered to be major under Executive
Order 12201 or significant under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 FR
11034, February 28, 1879), and will not have a
significant economic impact on a luhsl.m(m!_
number of small entities under the criteria of
the Regulatory Flexibility Acl, since it
involves few, if any, small entities, A finsl
regulatory evaluation has been prepared for
this regulation, has been placed In the
regulatory docket, and summarized earlier in
this rule. A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the person identifiad sbove under
the caption *For Further Information
Contact."
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This rule is a final order of the*
Administrator as defined by Section
1005 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958,
as amended (48 U.S.C. 1485). As such, it
is subject to review only by the courts of
appeals of the United States, or the
United States Court of Appeals for the
District of Columbia.

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on April 23,
1861,

Jonathan Howe,

Acting Divector, Northwest Region.
[FR Doc. 81-13142 Filed 5-1-81: 845 am]
BALING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 81-S0-14; Amdt. No. 39-4095]
Airworthiness Directives; Piper
PA-44-180 (Seminole) Airplanes

aceNcY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
acTion: Final rule,

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new Airworthiness Directive (AD)
which requires the inspection and
modification of the nose cone spars on
certain Piper Model PA-44-180
airplanes. The AD is prompted by
reports of cracks in the nose cone spars
in the area of the nose landing gear
upper drag brace attach point which
could result in malfunction of the nose
landing gear,

oates: Effective April 30, 1981,
Compliance required as prescribed in
body of AD.

ADDRESSES: The applicable service
bulletin may be obtained from Piper
Aircraft Corporation, Lock Haven
Division, Lock Haven, Pennsylvania
11745, telephone {717) 748-6711.

A copy of the service bulletin is also
contained in the Rules Dockel, Room
275, Engineering and Manufacturing
Branch, FAA, Southern Region, 3400
Normal Berry Drive, East Point, Georgia
30344,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Curtis Jackson, ASQ-212, Engineering
and Manufacturing Branch, FAA,
Southern Region, P.O. Box 20838,
Atlanta, Georgia 30320, telephone (404)
763-7407.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: There
have been reports of cracks in the nose
cone spars in the area of the nose
landing gear upper drag brace attach
point on certain Piper PA-44-180
airplanes, This condition, if not
corrected, may result in malfunction of
the nose landing gear which could cause
the loss of the airplane during landing.
Since this sftuation is likely to exist or
develop on other airplanes of the same

type design, an Airworthiness Directive
is being issued which requires
inspection and modification of the nose
cone spar on certain Piper PA-44-180
airplanes.

Since a situation exists that requires
the immediate adoption of this
regulation, it is found that notice and
public procedure hereon are
impracticable and good cause exists for
making this amendment effective in less
than 30 days.

Adoption of the Amendment '

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amended
by adding the following new
Airworthiness Directive (AD):

Piper Aircraft Corporation: Model PA-44-180
{Seminole), serial numbers 44-7995001
through 44-8085021, airplanes
certificated in all categories.

Compliance required as indicated, unless
already accomplished. To prevent cracks in
the nose cone spars which could result in
malfunction of the nose landing gear,
accomplish the following:

(a) Within the next 50 hours time in service
after the effective date of this AD, visually
inspect the nose cone spars for cracks, in
accordance with the instructions contained in
Part 1 of Piper Aircraft Corporation Service
Bulletin No. 696, dated September 10, 1980. If
cracks are found, either modify as described
in paragraph (b) below, or replace parts as
required by Part [ of the Piper Service
Bulletin. The required inspection must be
accomplished by a person suthorized in
accordance with FAR Part 43,

(b) Within the next 100 hours time in
service after the effective date of this AD,
modify the nose cone spars in accordance
with Piper Kit P/N 764 080V unless already
accomplished.

(c) Make appropriate maintenance record
entry.

An equivalent method of compliance may
be accomplished if approved by the Chief,
Engineering and Manufacturing Branch, FAA,
Southern Region.

This amendment becomes effective
April 30, 1981.

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended (42 US.C. 1354(a),
1421, and 1423); Sec. 6{c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); 14
CFR 11.89]

Note.—~The FAA has determined that this
regulation is an emergency regulation that is
not major under Section 8 of Executive Order
12291, It is impracticable for the agency to
follow the procedures of Order 12201 with
respect to this rule since the rule must be
issued immediately to correct an unsafe
condition in afrcraft. It has been further
determined that this docament involves an
emergency regulation under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11004;
February 26, 1979). If this action is
subsequently determined to involve a

significant regulation, a final regulatory
evaluation or analysis, as appropriate, will be
prepared and placed in the regulatary docket
{otherwise, an evaluation is not required). A
copy of it, when filed. may be obtained by
contacting the person identified above under
the caption “For Further Information
Contact.

Issued in East Point, Georgla, on April 22,
1081,
George R. LaCaille,
Acting Director, Southern Region.
[FR Doc. 8113175 Filod 5-1-81; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-8

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 80-NE-13; Amdt. 39-4093]

Sikorsky S~76A Helicopters
Certificated in All Categories;
Airworthiness Directives

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: This amendment supersedes
an existing airworthiness directive (AD),
80-14-05, Amendment 39-3817,
applicable to S-76A helicopters
certificated in all categories. This
amendment is required because of a
recent in-flight fatigue failure of the
main rotor blade tip plate retention bolts
and subsequent loss of the tip plate and
tip cap, which could result in the loss of
a main rotor blade.

This amendment makes mandatory
the Accomplishment Instructions of
Sikorsky Aircraft Alert Service Bulletin
76-65-23, dated April 16, 1981, which
requires replacement of the main rotor
blade tip plate retention bolts and
subsequent bolt torque inspections.

Investigation of the recent fracture is
in progress and revision of this AD can
be expected after further investigation,

DATES: Effective date May 7, 1981,
Comments must be received on or
before June 8, 1981,

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the rule
in duplicate to: Federal Aviation
Administration, Office of the Regional
Counsel, New England Region,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 80~-NE-13,
12 New England Executive Park,
Burlington, Massachusetts 01803,

The applicable service bulletins may
be obtained from Sikorsky Aircraft,
Division of United Technologies
Corporation, Stratford, Connecticut
06602. Copies of the service bulletin are
contained in the Rules Docket, Office of
the Regional Counsel, New England
Region, 12 New England Executive Park,
Burlington, Massachusetts 01803.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Stephen J. Soltis, Airframe Section,
ANE-212, Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch, Flight Standards
Division, New England Region, Federal
Aviation Administration, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington,
Massachusetts 01803; telephone: (617)
273~7336.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Prior Regulatory History

This notice supersedes Amendment
39-3817, 45 FR 43697, AD 80-14-05,
which required inspection and
replacement of identified main rotor
blade tip plate retention boits.

Subsequent to issuance of
Amendment 39-3817 there has been a
report of an in-flight fatigue failure of
the main rotor blade tip plate retention
bolts and subsequent loss of the tip
plate and tip cap. It is suspected that
improper tip block/tip plate interface
and/or loss of attachment boll torque
may have contributed to the fatigue
failure. Since this condition may develop
on other helicopters of the same type
design and is unrelated to the condition
that initiated Amendment 39-3817, an
AD is being issued which requires
replacement of the main rotor blade tip
gln!e retention bolts and subsequent

olt torque inspections on Sikorsky
model S-76A helicopters.

FAA engineering evaluation of this
incident and corrective action is
continuing and revision of this AD can
be expected as additional data becomes
available.

Need for Amendment

Since a situation exists that requires
the immediate adoption of this
regulation, itis found that notice and
public procedure hereon are
impracticable and good cause exists for
making this amendment effective in less
than 30 days.

Request for Comments on the Rule

Although this action is in the form of a
final rule and was not preceded by
notice and public procedure, comments
are invited on the rule.

When the comment period ends, the
FAA will use the comments submitted,
together with other available
information, to review the ation.
Aflter the review, if the FAA finds that
changes are appropriate, it will initiate
rulemaking proceedings to amend the
regulation, Comments that provide the
factual basis supporting the views and
suggestions presented are particularly
helpful in evaluating the effects of the
AD and determining whether additional
rulemaking is needed. Comments are
specifically invited on the overall

regulatory, economic, environmental,
and energy aspects of the rule that might
suggest a need to modify the rule.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
Section 39.13 of Part 38 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is
amended effective May 7, 1981, by
superseding Amendment 39-3817 (45 FR
43697), AD 80-14-05, with the following
new AD:

Sikorsky Alrcraft: Applies to S-76A series
helicopters certificated in all categories

+ with P/N 76150-09000 series and P/N
76150-09100-041, -042, ~043, main rotor
blades. For main rotor biades with 340 or
more hours time in service, compliance
required within the next 25 hours time in
service after the effective date of this
AD, unless already accomplished.

For main rotor blades with less than 340
hours time in service on the effective date of
this AD, compliance required before the
accumulation of 365 hours time in service.

To prevent operation with cracked bolts in
the main rotor blade tip plate attachment
joint, accomplish the following:

1. In accordance with Sikorsky Alert
Service Bullatin No. 76-85-23, dated April 16,
1981, replace the four NASG624HB bolts which
mate the 78150-08030 tip plate assembly with
the 76150-09000 or 76150-09100 main rotor
blade, per paragraphs D(1) through D(8), and
subsequently inspect for torque per
paragraph D(9), or an equivalent procedure
approved by the Chief, Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch, Federal Aviation
Administration, New England Region.

2. Report within 24 hours any discrepancies
found during the rework and inspections
required herein, including motor rotor blade
time in service, to the Chief, Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch, Federal Aviation
Administration, New England Region, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington,
Massachusetls 01803,

Reporting approved by the Office of
Management and Budget under OMB No. 04~
40174,

The manufacturer’s specifications and
procedures identified and described in this
directive are incorporated herein and made a
part hereof pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(1). All

. persons affected by this directive, who have

not already received these documents from
the manufacturer, may obtain copies upon
request to Sikorsky Aircraft, Division of
United Technologies Corporation, Stratiord,
Connecticul 06602. These documents may
also be examined at FAA, New England
Region, 12 New England Executive Park,
Burlington, Massachusetts 01803, and at FAA
Headquarters, 800 Independence Avenue,
S.W,, Washington, D.C.

This amendment becomes effective
May 7, 1981.

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended, (49 U.S.C, 1354(a),
1421, and 1423); Sec. 6(¢), Department of
Transportation Act (48 U.S.C. 1655(c)); 14
CFR 11.89)

The FAA has determined that this
regulation is an emergency regulation that is
not major under Section 8 of Executive Order
12201, It is impracticable for the agency to
follow the procedures of Order 12281 with
respect to this rule since the rule must be
issued immedfately to correct an unsafe
condition in alrcrafl. It has been further
determined that this document involves an
emergency regulation under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034;
February 26, 1979). If this action is
subsequently determined to involve a
significant regulation, a final regulatory
evaluation or analysis, as appropriate, will be
prepured and placed in the regulatory docket
(otherwise, an evaluation is not required). A
copy of it, when filed, may be obtained by
contacting the person identified under the
caption "'For Further Information Contact.”

This rule is a final order of the
Administrator under the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended. As
such, it is subject to review only by the
courts of appeals of the United States, or
the United States Court of Appeals for
the District of Columbia.

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts, on
April 17, 1981,

Robert E. Whittington,
Director, New England Region.
{FR Dou. 81-12141 Filed 8-1-81; 845 am]
BILUING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 81-GL-2~-AD; Amdt. No. 39-
4102)

Stewart-Warner (South Wind)
Combustion Heaters Mode! Series
8240, 8253, 8259, and 8472;
Airworthiness Directives

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new Airworthiness Directive (AD)
which requires inspections and overhaul
at specific time intervals on Stewart-
Warner Combustion Heater Model
Series 8240, 8253, 8259, and 8472 marked
as meeting the standards of FAA TSO-
€20, This AD is being issued as a result
of service experience combustion
heaters which included an aircraft fire
believed due to an improperly
maintained combustion heater.

DATES: Effective May 8, 1881,
Compliance schedule—As prescribed in
body of AD. Comments related to this
amendment must be received on or
before May 29, 1981. Depending on the
comments received, the requirements of
this amendment may be modified.
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ADDRESSES: Send written comments in
duplicate to Office of Regianal Counsel,
Federal Aviation Administration,
Attention: Rules Docket {AGL-7),
Dockel No. 81-GL-2-AD; 2300 East
Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, Illinois
50018. The applicable manuals may be
obtained from: Stewart-Warner, South
Wind Division, 1514 Drover Street,
Indianapolis, Indiana 46221; telephone
317 /632-8411.

A copy of the service information is
contained in the Rules Docket, Room
415, 2300 East Devon Avenue, Des
Plaines, Illinois 60018,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Norm Martenson, Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch, AGL-210, Flight
Standards Division, FAA, 2300 East
Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, IL 60018,
telephone 312/694-74286.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FAA
has determined that insufficient heater
inspections have allowed the condition
of Stewart-Warner (South Wind)
combustion heaters to deteriorate to a
level where heater mal ing can
cause serious safety problems. This
determination is based on a review of
service difficulty reports and NTSB
Safety Recommendation A-80-142 dated
January 15, 1881, which recommended
issuance of an AD to require periodic
inspections on Stewart-Warner
combustion heaters. There are heaters in
service which have accumulated at least
1,000 hours of operating time and reports
have shown more discrepancies to exist
in heaters with greater than 1,000 hours
of operating time, Al least one aircraft
fire has been reported and is believed
due to an improperly maintained
Stewart-Warner (South Wind) heater,
The consequences of a heater
malfunction can be extremely
hazardous, and since these conditions
may exist in or develop in other
Stewart-Wamer (South Wind)
combustion heaters of similar design, an
AD is being issued which requires
periodic maintenance and overhaul of
these combustion heaters in accordance
with the manufacturer's service
manuals.

Since a situation exists that requires
the immediate adoption of this
regulation, it is found that notice and
public procedure hereon are
impracticable and good cause exists for
making this amendment effective in less
than 30 days.

Although this action, which involves
requirements affecting immediate flight
safety, is in the form of a final rule and
thus, was not preceded by notice and
public comment, comments are now
invited on the rule. When the comment
period ends, the FAA will use the

comments submitted, together with
other available information, o review
the regulation. Public comments are
helpful in evaluating the effects of the
rule and in determining whether
additional rulemaking is needed.
Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the rule.

Adoption of Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amended
by adding the following new
Airworthiness Directive:

Stewart-Wamer (South Wind Division):
Applies to Model Series 8240, 8253, 8259,
and B472 marked as meeting the
standards of FAA TSO-C20, installed in
gircraft certificated in all categories.

Compliance required as indicated: To
prevent & hazardous condition caused by
deterioration of the combustion heater,
accomplish the following:

A, For combustion heaters having 250
hours or more time in service after the
effective date of this AD, conduct the 250
hour inspection in accordance with the
manuficturer’s service manual (see note 2)
within the next 50 hours of combustion heater
operation, unless already aceomplished
within the last 200 hours of heater time, and
thereafter at intervals not to exceed 250 hours
of combustion heater operation. Also, along
with the above inspection, a
Inspection of the combustion heater
installation must also be accomplished
including at least the following:

1. Inspect ventilating air and combustion
air inlets and exhaust outlet carrecting
restrictions and insuring attachment security.

2. Inspect drain line and insure it is free of
obstruction.

3. Check all fuel lines for security at joints
and shrouds, correcting those showing
evidence of looseness or 3

4. Check all electrical wiring for security at
attachment points, correcting conditions
leading to arcing, chafing, or loosseness.

B. For combustion heaters having 1.000
hours or more time in service after the
effective date of this AD, overhaul the
combustion heater in accordance with the
muanufacturer’s service manusl (see note 2)
within the next 50 hours of combustion heater
operation, unless already accomplished
within the last 850 hours of heater time, and
thereafter at intervals not to exceed 1,000
hours of combustion heater operation. An
overhaul consists of complete disassembly,
cle: repair, reassembly and test at
out in the appropriate service manual.

Note 1.—In complying with this AD., if the
owner or operator cannot document
combustion heater operating time. the aircraft
time must be used.

Note 2—~The following is a list of
combustion heaters covered by this AD and
the appropriate service manual. Methods of
inspection or overhaul other than those

contained in the manufacturer’s service
manuals must be approved by the Chief,
Engineering and Manufacturing Branch, FAA
Great Lakes Region.

Mogem Servce marmiad numbor

8240 Sones........ 05008 or P.M, 35T

6250 Sorns.......... (Appropriate usape is shown n manual or
manual supplemants. )

8253 Seres.......... PN, 20688

8472 Secon........ 09-1014.

This amendment becomes effective
May 8, 1981.

(Secs. 313{a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1058, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354{a),
1421, and 1423); Sec. B{c). Department of
Transportation Act (48 U.S.C. 1855(c)); 14
CFR 11.89)

Note.—The Federal Aviation
Administration has determined that this
document involves a regulation that is not
major under the provisions of Executive
Order 12201, It has been further determined
that this regulation is not significant under
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034; February 286, 1879). A copy of the
draft regulatory evaluation for this action is
contained in the regulatory docket. A copy of
it may be obtained by contacting the person
identified under the caption “For Further
Information Contact.” o addition; it has been
determined under the criteria of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act that this rule, st
promulgation, not have a significant
impact on a substantial number of small
entities. This determination is based on the
minimal costs associated with the required
inspections. This rule is a final order of the
Administrator under the Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended. As such, it is
subject to review anly by the courts of
appeals of the United States, or the United
States Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia.

1ssued in Des Plaines, Hiinois. on April 16,
1881,
Wayne J. Barlow,
Director, Great Lakes Regian,
[FR Dot AT-13340 Filed 5-1-81: 845 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 97
[Docket No. 21684; Amdt. No. 1188]

Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures; Miscellaneous
Amendments

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

summaRy: This amendment establishes,
amends, suspends, or revokes Standard
Instrument Approach Procedures
(SIAPs] for operations at certain
airports. These regulatory actions are
needed because of the adoption of new
or revised criteria, or because of
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changes occurring in the Nationsl
Airspace System, such as the
commissioning of new navigational
facilities, addition of new obstacles, or
changes In air traffic requirements.
These changes are designed to provide
safe and efficient use of the navigable
airspace and to promote safe flight
operations under instrument flight rules
at the affected airports.

DATES: An effective date for each SIAP
is specified in the amendatory
provisions,

ADDRESSES: Availability of matters
incorporated by reference in the
amendment s as follows:

For Examination—

1. FAA Rules Docket, FAA
Headquarters Building, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20591;

2. The FAA Regional Office of the
region in which the affected airport is
located; or

3. The Flight Inspection Field Office
which originated the SIAP,

For Purchase—Individual SIAP copies
may be obtained from:

1. FAA Public Information Center
(APA-430), FAA Headquarters Building,
800 Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20591; or

2. The FAA Regional Office of the
region in which the affected airport is
located.

By Subscription—Copies of all SIAPs,
mailed once every 2 weeks, may be
ordered from Superintendent of
Documents, U.S. Government Printing
Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. The
annual subcription price is $135.00.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Donald K. Funai, Flight Procedures and
Airspace Branch (AFO-730), Aircraft
Programs Division, Office of Flight
Operation, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20591;
telephone (202) 426-8277.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment to Part 97 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 97)
prescribes new, amended, suspended, or
revoked Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures (SIAPs). The complete
regulatory description of each SIAP is
contained in official FAA form
documents which are incorporated by
reference in this amendment under 5
U.S.C. § 52(a), 1 CFR Part 51 and § 97.20
of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(FARs). The applicable FAA Forms are
identified as FAA Forms 8260-3, 82604
and 8260-5. Material incorporated by
reference are available for examination
or purchase as stated above.

The large number of SIAPs, their
complex nature, and the need for a

special format make their verbatim
publication in the Federal Register
expensive and impractical. Further,
airmen do not use the regulatory text of
the SIAPs, but refer to their graphic
depiction on charts printed by
publishers of aeronautical materials.
Thus, the advantages of incorporation
by reference are realized and
publication of the complete description
of each SIAP contained in FAA form
document is unnecessary, The
provisions of this amendemt state the
affected CFR (and FAR) sections, with
the types and effective dates of the
SIAPs. This amendment also identifies
the airport, its location, the procedure
identification and the amendment
number.

This amendment to Part 97 is effective
on the date of publication and contains
separate SIAPs which have compliance
dates stated as effective dates based on
related changes in the National
Alrspace System or the application of
new or revised criteria. Some SIAP
amendments may have been previously
issued by the FAA in a National Flight
Data Center (FDC) Notice to Airmen
(NOTAM) as an emergency action of
immediate flight safety relating directly
to published aeronautical charts. The
circumstances which created the need
for some SIAP amendments may require
making them effective in less than 30
days. For the remaining SIAPs, an
effective date at least 30 days after
publication is provided.

Further, the SIAPs contained in this
amendment are based on the criteria
contained in the U.S. Standard for
Terminal Instrument Approach
Procedures (TFRPs). In developing these
SIAPs, the TERPS criteria were applied
to the conditions existing or anticipated
at the affected airports. Because of the
close and immediate relationship
between these SIAPs and safety in air
commerce, I find that notice and public
procedure before adopting these SIAPs
is unnecessary, impracticable, or
contrary to the public interest and,
where applicable, that good cause exists
for making some SIAPs effective in less
than 30 days.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me, Part 97 of the Federal -
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 87) is
amended by establishing, amending,
suspending, or revoking Standard
Instrument Approach Procedures,
effective at 0801 G.m.L. on the dates
specified, as follows:

1. By amending § 97.23 VOR-VOR/
DME SIAPs identified as follows:

* * *Effective June 11, 1981:
Santa Ynez, CA—Santa Ynez, VOR-A, Amdt
8, cancelled
Santa Ynez, CA—Santa Ynez VOR-B, Amdt

5

Ft. Collins, CO—Downtown Ft. Collins
Airpark, VOR/DME-B, Original

Middletown, DE—Summit Airpark, VOR-B,
Original

Middletown, DE—Summit Airpark, VOR-B,
Amdt. 4, cancelled

Wilmington, DE—Greater Wilmington, VOR
Rwy 1, Original

Wilmington, DE—Greater Wilmington, VOR
Rwy 9, Original

Wilmington, DE—Greater Wilmington, VOR
Rwy 8, Amdt. 2, cancelled

Wilmington, DE—Greater Wilmington, VOR
Rwy 19, Original

Wilmington, DE—Greater Wilmington, VOR
Rwy 27, Original

Wilmington, DE—Greater Wilmington, VOR
Rwy 32, Amdt. 2, cancelled

Kallua-Kona, HI—Ke-ahole, VOR/DME or
TACAN Rwy 17, Amdt. 1

Lanai City, HI—Lanal, VOR or TACAN-A,
Amdt, 3

Lanai City, HI—Lanal, VOR or TACAN Rwy
3, Original

Chicago (Wheeling), IL—~Pal-Waukee, VOR
Rwy 16, Amdt. 17

Chicago (Wheeling), IL—Pal-Waukes, VOR/
DME Rwy 16, Amdt, 2, cuncelled

Jackson, Mi—Jackson County-Reynolds Field,
VOR Rwy 5, Amdt. 13

Jackson, Ml—Jackson County-Reynolds Ficld,
VOR Rwy 13, Amdt. 12

Jackson, Mi—Jackson County-Reynolds Field,
VOR Rwy 23, AmdL 15

Jackson, MI—Jackson County-Reynolds Field,
VOR Rwy 31, Amdt. 11

Monroe, MI—Custer, VOR Rwy 20, Amdt. 4

Owosso, MI—Owosso City, VOR Rwy 28,
Amdt. 2

Saginaw, Ml—Harry W. Browne, VOR/DME-
A, Amdt 1

Caledonia, MN—Houston County, VOR/
DME-A, Amdt, 1

Sikeston, MO—Sikeston Meml Muni, VOR
Rwy 20, Original

Bridgeport, NJ—Bridgeport, VOR Rwy 34,
Amdt 6

Sussex, NJ—Sussex, VOR-A, AmdL 4

Albion, NY—Pine Hill, VOR Rwy 28, AmdL 1

Cleveland, OH—Cuyahoga County, VOR

. Rwy 23, Amdt. 2

Elyria, OH—Elyria, VOR-A, Amdt. 6

Lorain/Elyria, OH—Lorain County Regional,
VOR Rwy 7, Amdt 7

Piqua, OH—Piqua, VOR Rwy 26, Amdt. 2

Piqua, OH—Piqua, VOR-A, AmdL 9

Port Clinton, OH—Carl R. Keller Field, VOR/
DME, Amdl. 2

Sandusky, OH—Griffing Sandusky, VOR
Rwy 27, Amdt. 3

Clinton, OK—Clinton-Sherman; VOR Rwy
351, Amdt. 6

Tulsa, OK—Tulsa Intl, VOR/DME or TACAN
Rwy 8, Original

Bennettsville, SC—Marlboro County, VOR/
DME~-A, Amdt. 3

Brookings, SD—Brookings Muni, VOR Rwy
12, Amdt. 4

Brookings, SD—Brookings Muni, VOR Rwy
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Fsyetteville, TN—Fayetteville Munj, VOR/
DME Rwy 1, Amadt. 2, cancelled

Charlotte Amalie, St. Thomas, VI—Harry S.
Truman, VOR-A, Amdt. 13

* * * Effective April 22, 1981;

Dallas, TX—Redbird, VOR Rwy 13, Amdt. 5
Dallas, TX—Redbird, VOR Rwy 7, AmdL 3
Dallas, TX—Redbird, VOR Rwy 31, Amdt. 8

* * * Effective April 21, 1981:

Kotzebue, AK—Ralph Wien Memorial, VOR
Rwy 8, Amdt. 1

Kotzebue, AK—Ralph Wien Memorial, VOR/
DME Rwy 8, Amdt. 1

2. By amending § 97.25 SDF-LOC-
LDA SIAPs identified as follows:

* * * Effective June 11, 1981:

Sitka, AK—Sitka, LDA/DMA Rwy 11, Amdt.
6

Miami, FlL—Miami Intl, LOC Rwy 30, Amdt. 2

Pensacola, FL—Pensacola Regional, LOC BC
Rwy 34, AmdL. 7, cancelled

Kailua-Kona, Hl—Ke-ahole, LOC Rwy 17,
Amdt, 1

Cleveland, OH—Cuyahoga County, LOC BC
Rwy 5, Amdt. 4

Sparta, TN—Sparta-White County, SDF Rwy
3, Odginaf”

* * *Effective April 14, 1981:

St. Louis, MO—Lambert-St, Louis Intl, LDA/
DME-A, Amdt. 1

3. By amending § 97.27 NDB/ADF
SIAPs identified as follows:

* * *Effective June 11, 1981:

Magnolia, AR—Magnolia, Muni, NDB Rwy
35, Amdt. 1

Wilmington, DE—Greater Wilmington, NDB
Rwy 1, Amdt. 13

Middletown, DE—Summit Alrpark, NDB-A,
AmdL 3

JelTerson, IA—Jefferson Muni, NDB Rwy 32,
Amdl 3

Olathe, KS—Johnson County Executive,
NDB-B, Original

Minden, LA—Minden-Webster, NDB Rwy 1,
Amdt 1

Minden, LA—Minden-Webster, NDB Rwy 19,
AmdtL 1

Jockson, MI—Jackson County-Reynolds Field.

NDB Rwy 23, Amdt. 7
Pellston, MI—Emmet County, NDB Rwy 32,
Amdt. 14 Y
Caledonia, MN—Houston County, NDB Rwy
31 Amdt, 1
Sikeston, MO—Sikeston Meml Muni, NDB
Rwy, Amdt. 6
Rugby, ND—Rugby Muni, NDB Rwy 11,
Amdt. 1
Rughy, ND—-Rugby Muni, NDB Rwy 29,
Amdt, 2
Cleveland, OH—Cleveland-Hopkins Intl.
_NDB Rwy 5L, Original
Cleveland, OH—Cloveland-Hopkins Intl,
NDB Rwy 5R, Original
Cleveland, OH—Cleveland-Hopkins Intl,
. NDB Rwy 5R/L, Amdt. 15, cancelled
Cleveland, OH~—Cleveland-Hopkins Intl,
. NDB Rwy 23l Original
Cleveland, OH—Cleveland-Hopkins Intl,
., NDB Rwy 23R, Original
(,..-u:l.md. OH—Cleveland-Hopkins Intl,
NDB Rwy 23L/R, Amdt. 4, cancelled

Cleveland, OH—Cuyahoga County, NDB Rwy
23, Amdt. 2

Port Clinton, OH—Carl R. Keller Field, NDB
Rwy 26, AmdL. 5

Clinton, OK—Clinton-Sherman, NDB Rwy
17R, Amdt 7

Philadelphia, PA—Philadelphia Intl, NDB
Rwy 27L, Amdt. 3

Madison, SD—Madison Muni, NDB Rwy 14,
Amdt. 2

* * *Effective May 14, 1981:
Visalia, CA—Visalia Muni, NDB Rwy 30,
Original

* * * Effective April 22, 1981:

Santa Fe, NM—Santa Fe County Muni, NDB
Rwy 2, AmdL 1
Dallas, TX—Redbird, NDB Rwy 35, Amdt. 5

* * * Effective April 16, 1981;

Fresno, CA—Fresno Air Terminal, NDB Rwy
29R, Amdt. 20

4. By amending § 97.29 ILS-MLS
SIAPs identified as follows:

* * *Effective June 11, 1981:

Denver, CO—Stapleton Intl, ILS Rwy 35L,
Amdt. 23

Windsor Locks, CT—Bradley Intl, ILS Rwy 6,
Amdt. 27

Wilmington, DE—Greater Wilmington, ILS
Rwy 1, Amdt. 15

Jackson, MI—Jackson County-Reynolds Field,
ILS Rwy 23, Amdt. 7

Pellston, MI—Emmet County, ILS Rwy 32,
Amdt. 4

Sault Ste. Marle, MI—Chippewa County
International, ILS Rwy 15, Amdt. 2

Duluth, MN—Duluth Intl, ILS Rwy 8, Amdt. 15

Kansas City, MO—Richards-Gebaur, ILS Rwy
36, Original

Cleveland, OH—Cleveland-Hopkins Intl, ILS
Rwy 5R, Amdt, 10

Cleveland, OH—Cleveland-Hopkins Intl, ILS
Rwy 23L; Amdt. 8

Cleveland, OH—Cleveland-Hopkins Intl, ILS
Rwy 28R, Amdt 16

Cleveland, OH—Cuyahoga County, ILS Rwy
23, AmdL 8

Lorain/Elyria, OH—Lorain County Regional,
ILS Rwy 7, Original

Clinton, OK—Clinton-Sherman, ILS Rwy 17R,
Amdt 3 P

Altoona, PA—Altoona-Blair County, ILS Rwy
20, Amdt. 1

Philadelphia, PA—Philadelphia Intl, ILS Rwy
9R, AmdL 3

Philadelphia, PA—Philadelphia Intl, ILS Rwy
27R, Amdt. 3

Charlotte Amalie, St. Thomas, VI-Harry S.
Truman, ILS Rwy 9, Amdt. 4

Bluefield, WV—Mercer County, ILS Rwy 23,
Amdt 4

* * * Effective May 14, 1981:

Visalia, CA—Visalia Muni, ILS Rwy 30
Amdt 2

* * * Effective April 22, 1981:

Santa Fe, NM—Santa Fe County Muni, ILS
Rwy 2, Amdt. 1
Dallas. TX—Redbird, ILS Rwy 31, Amdt. 2

* * * Effective April 21, 1981:

Kotzebue, AK—Ralph Wien Memorial, ILS/
DME Rwy 8, Amdt. 3

* * * Effective April 16, 1981;

Fresno, CA—Fresno Air Terminal, ILS Rwy
29R, Amdt. 25

New Bedford, MA—New Bedford Muni, ILS
Rwy 5, Amdt. 17

* * * Effective April 11, 1961;

New York, NY—LaGuardia, ILS Rwy 22,
Amdt. 15

5. By amending § 97.31 RADAR SIAPs
identified as follows:
* * * Effective June 11, 1981:

White Plains, NY—Westchester County,
RADAR-1, Amdt. 2

Cleveland, OH—Cleveland-Hopkins Intl,
RADAR-1, Amdt. 27

Madison, WI—Dane County Regional/Truax
Field, RADAR-1, Amdt. 8

6, By amending § 97.33 RNAV SIAPs
identified as follows:
* * * Effective June 11, 1981;

Wilmington, DE—Greater Wilmington, RNAV
Rwy 9, Original

Wilmington, DE—Greater Wilmington, RNAV
Rwy 9, Amdt 2, cancelled

Cleveland, OH—Cleveland-Hopkins Intl,
RNAV Rwy 10L. Amdt. 7

Cleveland, OH—Cleveland-Hopkins Intl,
RNAV Rwy 18R, Amdt. 7

Cleveland, OH—Cleveland-Hopkins Intl,
RNAV Rwy 36L, Amdt. 7

Cleveland, OH—Cuyahoga County, RNAV
Rwy 23, Amdt. 7

Lorain/Elyria, OH—Lorain County Regional,
RNAV Rwy 7, Amdt. 3

Piqua, OH—Piqua, RNAV Rwy 26, Amdl. 3

(Secs. 307, 313(a), 601, and 1110, Federal

Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354(a),”

1421, and 1510); sec. 6{c), Department of

Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)): and 14

CFR 11.49(b)(3))

Note.—The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established body
of technical regulations for which frequent
and routine amendments are necessary 1o
keep them operationally current. It,
therefore—(1) is not a “major rule” under
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a
"significant rule” under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034;
February 26, 1979); (3) does not warrant
preparation of a regulatory evaluation as the
anticipated impact is so minimal; and (4) will
no! have a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities under
the criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Acl.

Issued in Washington, D.C. on April 24,
19861,

John S. Kern,

Chief, Aircraft Programs Division.
Note.—The incorporation by reference in
the preceding document was approved by the
Director of the Federal Register on December

31, 1980
PR Doc. i1-10157 Piled 5-1-81: 845 am|
BILLING CODE 4510-13-M
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FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

16 CFR Part 13
[Docket No. 9131]

Teledyne, Inc., et al.; Prohibited Trade
Practices, and Affirmative Corrective
Actions

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.
ACTION: Final order.

SUMMARY: In settlement of alleged
violations of federal law prohibiting
unfair acts and practices and unfair
methods of competition, this consent
order requires, among other things, a Los
Angeles, Calif. manufacturer of oral
irrigating devices and other consumer
products to cease misrepresenting the
content, results or conclusions of any
survey or opinion research; failing to
base preventive or therapeutic claims
about devices upon other than
competent and reliable scientific tests or
other evidence; and claiming that the
American Dental Association
recommends the Water Pik unless such
claim is in fact authorized by the ADA.
Further, the order requires that claims
regarding the ability of a device to
prevent, mitigate or treat periodontal
disease be based upon clinical tests
which are well-controlled using
acceptable testing procedures and that
the firm maintain records substantiating
its claims for three years after
disseminating advertisements affected
by this order.

pATES: Complaint issued Nov. 27, 1979.
Order issued April 13; 1681.1

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
FTC/P, James H. Sneed, Washington,
D.C. 20580, [202) 523-3601.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
Friday, January 9, 1881, there was
published in the Federal Register, 46 FR
2359, a proposed consent agreement
with analysis in the matter of Teledyne,
Inc,, a corporation, and Teledyne
Industries, Inc., a corporation, for the
purpose of soliciting public comment.
Interested parties were given sixty (60)
days in which to submit comments,
suggestions or objections regarding the
proposed form of order.

Comments were filed and considered
by the Commission. The Commission
has ordered the Issuance of the
complaint in the form contemplated by
the agreement, made its jurisdictional
findings and entered its order to cease
and desist, as sel forth in the proposed
consent agreement, in disposition of this
proceeding.

1 Copies of the Complaint and the Decision and
Order filed with the original document,

The prohibited trade practices and/or
corrective actions, as codified under 16
CFR Part 13, are as follows: Subpart—
Advertising Falsely or Misleadingly:

§ 13.110 Endorsements, approval and
testimonials; § 13.170 Qualities or
properties of product or service, 13.170-
70 Preventive or protective; § 13.190
Results; § 13.205 Scientific or other
relevant facts; § 13.210 Scientific tests;
§ 13.255 Surveys; § 13.265 Tests and
investigations. Subpart—Claiming or
Using Endorsements or Testimonials
Falsely or Misleadingly: § 13.330
Claiming or using endorsements or
testimonials falsely or misleadingly,
13.330-30 Dentists. Subpart—Corrective
Actions and/or Requirements: § 13.533
Corrective actions and/or disclosures,
13.533-20 Disclosures, 13.533-45
Maintain records, 13.533-45(a)
Advertising substantiation, Subpart—
Misrepresenting Oneself and Goods:

§ 13.1665 Endorsements; § 13.1710
Qualities or properties; § 13.1730
Results; § 13.1740 Scientific or other
relevant facts; § 13.1757 Surveys;

§ 13.1762 Tests, purported.

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46, Interprets or
applies sec. 5, 38 Stal. 719, as amended; 15
US.C. 45)

Carol M. Thomas,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. §1-13400 Filed 5-1-811: 845 am)

BILLING CODE 6750-01-M

16 CFR Part 13
[Docket No. 9131]

J. Walter Thompson Co.; Prohibited
Trade Practices, and Affirmative
Corrective Actions

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission,
ACTION: Final order,

SUMMARY: In settlement of alleged
violations of federal law prohibiting
unfair acts and practices and unfair
methods of competition, this consent
order requires, among other things, a
New York City advertising agency to
cease making survey claims unless the
surveys are designed, executed and
analyzed in a competent and reliable
manner, Further, the firm is prohibited
from making claims regarding the
opinions or recommendations of any
professional group unless that
professional group is actually asked
about their opinions or
recommendations.

pATES: Complaint issued Nov. 27, 1979,
Order issued April 13, 1981.1

' Copies of the Complaint and the Decision and
Order filed with the original document.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
FTC/P, James H. Sneed, Washington,
D.C. 20580, (202) 523-3601.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
Friday, Jan. 9, 1981, there was published
in the Federal Register, 46 FR 2361, a
proposed consent agreement with
analysis In the Matter of |. Walter
Thompson Company, a corporation, for
the purpose of soliciting public
comment. Interested parties were given
sixty (60) days in which to submit
comments, suggestions or objections
regarding the proposed form of order.

Comments were filed and considered
by the Commission. The Commission
has ordered the issuance of the
complaint in the form contemplated by
the agreement, made its jurisdictional
findings and entered its order to cease
and desist, as set forth in the proposed
consent agreement, in disposition of this
proceeding.

The prohibited trade practices and/or
correclive actions, as codified under 16
CFR Part 13, are as follows: Subpart—
Advertising Falsely or Misleadingly:
§13.110 Endorsements, approval and
testimonials; §13.170 Qualities or
properties of product or service, 13.170-
70 Preventive or protective; §13.190
Results; §13.205 Scientific or other
relevant facts; §13.210 Scientific tests;
§13.255 Surveys. Subpart—Corrective
Actions and/or Requirements: §13.533
Corrective actions and/or requirements,
13.533-20 Disclosures, 13.533-45
Maintain records, 13.533-45(a)
Advertising substantiation. Subpart—
Misrepresenting Oneself and Goods—
Goods: §13.1665 Endorsements;
§13.1710 Qualities or properties;
§13.1730 Results; §13.1740 Scientific or
other relevant facts; §13.1757 Surveys.
(Sec. 8, 38 Stat. 721; 15 US.C. 46. Interprels or
applies sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended: 15
US.C. 45)

Carol M. Thomas,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 51-13406 Filed 5-3-1981; 845 am]
BILLING CODE 8750-01-M

——

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING
COMMISSION

17 CFR Parts 1, 3, 145, and 147
[Forms 8-R, 8-S and 8-T)

Registration Forms and Rules; Deferral
of Effective Date

AGENCY: Commodity Futures Trading
Commission.

ACTION: Adoption of final rules and
forms and notice of deferral of effective
date of rules.
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summARY: On December 5, 16880, the
Commodity Futures Trading
Commission (“Commission”) adopted
and published in the Federal Register
final rules relating to the registration of
futures commission merchants, floor
brokers, associated J)ersom. commodity
trading advisors and commodity. pool
operators (45 FR 80485). Those rules
require that each applicant for
registration as an associated person
("AP") be "sponsored” by a futures
commission merchant (“FCM") which
must screen that person's application
and certify that it is accurate and
complete to the best of the FCM's
knowledge, information, and belief.
Those rules also require the
fingerprinting of, and the filing of 2 Form
8-R by, certain Commission registrants
or their principals. The Commission is
now postponing the effective date of
those regulations until July 1, 1982, This
decision has been made necessary by
the Commission’s need to augment its
existing data processing centers.

In an accompanying release, the
Commission also announced and invited
public comments with respect to, a
further rulemaking for the purpose of
revising Form 8-R, new Forms 8-S and
8-T, and adopting certain additional,
related regulations (45 FR 80538,
December 5, 1880). Those Form revisions
and additional rules were principally for
the purpose of fully implementing the
sponsorship and fingerprinting
requirements. The Commission is
adopting the Forms and additional
regulations in substantially the same
manner as they were proposed.

DATES: The Commission has determined
to postpone the effective date of the
regulations adopted on December 5,

1880 from July 1, 1981, as originally
scheduled, to July 1, 1982. The Forms

and regulations which are the subject of
the instant release will also become
effective on July 1, 1982,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert P. Shiner, Assistant Director for
Registration, or Kenneth M. Rosenzweig,
Esq., Divison of Trading and Markets,
Commodity Futures Trading
Commission, 2033 K Street NW,,
Washington, D.C. 20581, Telephone:
(202) 254-9703 or 254-8955.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
L Introduction

A. Background. On March 20, 1980,
the Commission proposed substantial
amendments to its registration
regulations and, in particular, to the
fequirements governing the registration
of associated persons (45 FR 18356). The
Commission subsequently adopted final
regulations which, along with other of

its registration regulations, were
consolidated in a new Part 3 of the
Chapter I, Title 17 of the Code of Federal
Regulations {45 FR 80485, December 5.
1980).

Al the same time that it adopted those
regulations, the Commission proposed
for public comment a revised version of
the Form 8-R,* and other, related Forms
and regulations which the Commission
stated it believed were necessary to
implement fully those newly adopted
regulations (45 FR 80539, December 5,
1980). The Commission has considered
the seven comments it received in
response to that latter proposal and has
decided to adopt those Forms and
regulations with only minor changes.

B. Deferral of Effective Date. As noted
above, the new registration regulations
and recodification were scheduled to
become effective on July 1, 1881.% In
addition, amendments to other related
regulations were scheduled to become
effective on that same date.? The
Commission has decided to defer the
effectiveness of those regulations until
July 1, 1982 and similarly, has decided
not to make effective until July 1, 1882
the regulations and Forms which it is
adopting today.*

Although this decision has been made
necessary by the Commission’s need to
augment its existing data processing
facilities, the Commission believes that
the resultant delay could allow a futures
association, if one were to be registered
under Section 17 of the Commodity
Exchange Acl,® to assume many of these
registration functions. Commission
registrants and applicants for
registration will, of course, continue to
be governed by the Commission's
existing regulations and should continue
to use the existing registration Forms
until further notice.

II. Summary of Forms 8-R, 8-S and 8-T

A. The Form 8-R. Although certain
stylistic changes have been made in
response to suggestions made by some
of the commentators, the Form 8-R, as
well as Forms 8-S and 8-T, are being
adopted without significant
modifications.

One commentator asserted that its
present practice of conducting

"The Form 8-R Is used by APy and floor brokers
as an application for registration and by the
principals of FCMa, commodity trading advisors
(“CTAs"), and commodity pool operators [“CPOs")
as a blographical supplement to the applications for
registration filed by FCMs, CTAs and CPOs.

*45 FR 80483 (December 5, 1980),

Ad.

“The Commission Is considaring further
rulemaking which could make it necessary to rovise
further Forms 8-R and 8-T and is therefore deferring
publication of the Forms.

f7USC. 2.

polygraphic examinations of its
prospective employees was less costly
and more accurate than the methods of
verification proposed by the
Commission. The Commission's newly-
revised registration regulations—
including the Form 8-R—merely set
forth a minimum standard to which
sponsoring FCMs must adhere; each
FCM is, of course, free to adopt such
additional measures or standards as it
feels is necessary to assure itself of the
accuracy of the information it must
certify on the Form 8-R.

Another commentator suggested that
the Commission include in the Form 8-R
a “release,” to be signed by the AP,
which would authorize the sponsoring
FCM to check the applicant’s
background and authorize former
employers and others to supply the
requested information. The Commission
believes that this suggestion has merit
and has modified the Form 8-R
accordingly.

A few of the commentators observed
that in some instances, it will be
impossible to verify an AP's
representations because, for example, a
former employer has gone out of
business. In such cases, the sponsoring
FCM could simply indicate on the Form
8-R that it was unable to obtain the
information in question and state the
reasons for that inability.

As noted earlier, the Form 8-R must
be filed by certain principals of FCMs,
CTAs and CPOs.® One commentator
stated its belief that it is unnecessary lo
require a Form 8-R from principals who
do not have any supervisory
responsibilities. The Commission
disagrees. Under Sections 4n(6) and 8a
{2) and (3) of the Commodity Exchange
Act,? the Commission is authorized to
deny, suspend, or revoke registration if
certain persons affiliated with the
registrant or applicant for registration
are unfit to engage in the activity for
which registration is sought. These
persons include, for example, corporate
directors and officers who, although
they may not have any supervisory
responsibilities,® nonetheless exercise a
controlling influence over the
registrant’s activities. The Commission
must, therefore, request biographical
information from those persons in order
to ensure, to the extent reasonably
possible, the fitness for registration of
the firms with which those individuals
are to be affiliated.

* See § 3.10 {0){2). (c) (FCMs); § 3.13 {a){2). (c)
(CTAs): § 3.14 (a)(2). (c) (CPOs) (45 FR 80485, 50402,
80494 (December 5, 1980)).

T7 U.S.C. 6n(8), 12a(2), 12a(3}.

* See, 0.8, 17 CFR 166.3. See also 45 FR 54032
{August 14, 1980).




24942

Federal Register / Vol. 46, No. 85 / Monday, May 4, 1881 / Rules and Regulations
- e e T —— e ——

S——

s ——

B. The Forms 8-S and 8-T. The
Commission is adopting these Forms
without substantial change from the
proposed Forms. The Commission is
aware, however, that the instructions to
the proposed Forms did not set forth
procedures to be followed in certain
instances during the “transition™ period
after the effective date of the regulations
during which APs who were registered
in accordance with existing § 1.10b*
will not yet have been registered in
accordance with the procedures
established by new § 3.12. Specifically,
there may be instances after the July 1,
1982 effective date of § 3.12 in which an
AP who is registered in accordance with
existing § 1.10b changes firms prior to
the fixed expiration date of that
previously-existing registration.*® The
present requirement is that a hiring FCM
must file a Form 3-R to add the AP to
the list of such persons employed by the
FCM or its agent.’!

Following the effective date of the
new regulation, however, the
Commission will accept a Form 8-S, the
Certificate of Special Registration, in
lien of a Form 3-R in the above-
described circumstances. The filing of a
Form 8-S in such a case would result in
the tration of the AP in accordance
with the provisions for expedited AP
registration contained in § 3.12(d); the
AP and the FCM would then be required
to complete, and the FCM would be
required within sixty days to file, a Form
8-R for that AP.** Although an AP is not
required to be registered in accordance
with § 3.12 until his existing tration
under § 1.10b expires, an AP who is
registered under § 3.12 and who remains
associated with a sponsoring FCM or its
agent will not have to re-register when
his previously-existing registration
under § 1.10(b) expires. Further, the
registration by use of Forms 8-S and 8-R
of an AP whose registration under
existing § 1.10b has not yet expired will
be without prejudice to the AP's
continued use of that previously-existing
registration. Thus, as long as his
registration under § 1.10b has not yet
expired, such an AP would not be
required to re-register if he subsequently
becomes associated with another FCM
or its agent.

¥17 CFR 1.10b. ¢

10 New § 3.12(b)—~which, in general, provides that
an AP's registration remains effective as long as the
AP is associaled with the sponsoring FCM or its
agent—applies only 1o APs who have been
registered in nocordance with new § 3.12.

1137 CFR 1.14{d). The Commission Is making a
technical amendment to § 3,31 to retain this
requirement,

12 Section 3.12(d)(3) (45 FR 00485, 80493
(December 5, 1880)),

By contrast, where an AP's
registration under § 1.10b has already
expired, the AP and the sponsoring FCM
must use Form 8-S if the AP is to be
registered in accordance with the
expedited procedures provided by
§ 3.12(d). Thus, although the sponsoring
FCM may, in some cases, chose to file a
completed Form 8-R at the time the AP
becomes associated with that FCM or its
agent, a Form 8-S must also be
submitted if the AP is to be registered
without delay.

C. Related Matters. The Commission
proposed a rule which would make
explicit a registrant's or principal’s
continuing duty to furnish the
Commission with a current address for
the purpose of receiving
communications from the Commission.™
One commentator suggested that
communications from the Commission
to an AP should instead be directed to
the sponsoring FCM. The Commission
agrees with this suggestion to the extent
that such communications involve
registration-related matters.™ Thus, for
example, the Commission intends to
send any necessary correspondence
relating to the accuracy or completeness
of an AP's application to the sponsoring
FCM. Where, however, the
communications involve matters not
directly related to the processing of
applications for registration and similar
materials, the Commission believes that
such a practice would generally be
inappropriate.

Concurrent with the publication in the
Federal Register of the proposed Forms,
the Commission published for public
comment additional proposed
regulations.'® The Commission did not
receive any comments on those
proposals and has decided to adopt
them with only minor changes. The
Commission also gave notice at that
time of proposed changes to some of the
systems of records it maintains under
the Privacy Act of 1974.* The
Commission intends to publish a notice
reflecting those changes after the
necessary reports have been submitted
to the Congress and the Office of
Management and Budget.*”

In adopting these rules and Forms, the
Commission has taken into
consideration the public interest to be

¥ Proposed § 3.30 (45 FR 80529, 80541 (December
5, 1860)).

U Sre, 0.8, §3.4 [FR 80485 (December 5, 1980)).
Similarly, with respect to the Form 8-R filings
required for the principals of PCMs, CTAs, and
CPOs, the Commission will send any necessary
correspondence directly to the FCM, CTA. or CPO.
Soe § 3.30.

¥ 45 FR 80539, B0541-42 (December 5, 1980},

' /d. at BO573-75.

" See 5 U.S.C. 552a(0).

protected by the antitrust laws and has
endeavored to take the least
anticompetitive means of achieving the
regulatory objectives of the Commodity
Exchange Act.

In consideration of the foregoing, and
pursuant to the authority contained in
the Commodity Exchange Act, and in
particular, Sections 2, 4d, 4e, 4f, 4k, 4m,
4n, and 8a thereof, 7 U.S.C. 2 and 4, 64,
6e, 6f, 6k, 6m, 6n, and 12a, and the
authority contained in 5 U.S.C. 552 and
552b, the Commission hereby amends
Chapter I of Title 17 of the Code of
Federal Regulations by amending
§§ 3.10, 3.11, 3.12, 3.13, 3.14, 3.31, 145.5,
145.6, and 147.3, and by adding § 3.30, as
follows: )

1. Section 3.11 is amended by adding
paragraph (a) as follows:

§3.11 Registration of floor brokers.

(a) Trading privileges required. No
person who a?pllel for registration, or
for renewal of registration, as a floor
broker will be registered as such unless
he has been granted trading privileges
by a board of trade which has been
designated as a contract market by the
Commission.

2. Section 3.12 is amended by revising
paragraphs (c)(1)(ii). (c)(1)(iii), and (d)(3)
;mlcli by adding paragraph (c)(1)(iv) as

OlLIOWS!

§3.12 Registration of associated persons.

(c) L

(1) 0.6 -

(i) The futures commission merchant
has verified the information supplied by
the applicant in response to the
questions on Form 8-R which relate to
the applicant’s education and
employment history during the
preceding five years, except that this
paragraph (c)(1)(ii) does not apply to
any person who, at the time of the firs!
expiration of that person’s registration
as an associated person subsequent to
July 1, 1982, is associated with the
certifying futures commission merchant
or its agent;

(iii) To the best'of the futures
commission merchant's knowledge,
information, and belief, all of the
publicly available information supplied
by the applicant on Form 8-R is accurate
and complete: Provided, that it is
unlawful for the futures commission
merchant to make the certification
required by this paragraph (c)(1)(iii) if
the futures commission merchant knew
or should have known that any of that
information is not accurate and
complete; and
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(iv) The futures commission merchant
has taken, and will take, such measures
gs are necessary lo prevent the
unwarranted dissemination of any of the
information contained in that Form 8-R,
or in the records and documents
obtained in support of the certifications
required by this section.

(3) Within sixty days of mailing the
certifications permitted by paragraph
(d)(1) of this section, the associated
person and the futures commission
merchant must complete and the futures
commission merchant must file with the
Commission a Form 8-R in accordance
with the instructions thereto. The Form
¢-R must contain the certifications
required by paragraphs {c}(1)(ii)-(iv) of
this section and must be accompanied
by the fingerprints of the applicant on a
fingerprint card provided by the
Commission for that purpose except that
a fingerprint card does not have to be
submitted for any person who, at the
time of the first expiration of that
person’s registration as an associated
person subsequent to July 1, 1982, is
associated with the certifying futures
commission merchant or its agent as an
associated person.

3. Section 3.30 is added to read as
follows:

§3.30 Current address for purpose of
service or service to be filed with the
Commission.

The residence address of each
registrant, applicant for registration and
principal, as submitted on the
application for registration (Form 7-R or
Form 8-R) or as submitted on the
blographical supplement (Form 8-R)
shall be deemed to be the address for
delivery to the registrant, applicant or
principal of any communications from
the Commission, including any
summons, complaint, reparation claim,
order, subpoena, special call, request for
information, notice, and other written
documents or correspondence, unless
the registrant, applicant or principal
specifies another address for this
purpase, except that the Commission
msy address any correspondence
relating to the registration of an
associaled person to the sponsoring
futures commission merchant and any
torrespondence relating to a
bu,?;srfgphlcal supplement submitted for a
principal to the futures commission
merchant, commodity trading advisor, or
commodity pool operator with which the
principal is affiliated. Each registrant,
while registered, and each principal,
while affiliated with a registrant, must
kecp current the address on the

application for registration, biographical
supplement, or other address filed with
the Commission for the purpose of
receiving communications from the
Commission. An order of default or
other appropriate relief may be entered
in any proceeding, including a
reparation proceeding commenced while
the registrant is registered or within two
years thereafter, for failure to file a
required response to any communication
sent to the latest such address filed with
the Commission.

4. Section 3.31 is emended by adding
paragraphs (c)(2) and (d) as follows:

§3.31 Deficiencies, Inaccuracies, and
changes, to be reported.

(c) L

(2) Each person registered as, or
applying for registration as, a futures
commission merchant, commodity
trading advisor or commodity pool
operator must, within ten days after the
termination of the affiliation of a
principal with the registrant or
applicant, file a notice thereof with the
Commission.

(3) .- "

(d) Each futures commission merchant
must promptly file with the Commission
a report on Form 3-R, prepared and filed
in accordance with the instructions
thereto, stating the name of each
associated person newly employed in
such capacity by it, or by any of its
agents, who was registered as an
associated person prior to July 1, 1982
unless such associated person is
registered in accordance with § 3.12,

5. Section 145.5 is amended by
revising paragraph (f)(2) as follows:

§ 1455 Nonpublic matters.
(nO . »

(2) Files concerning persons subject to
regulation by the Commission, including
files with respect to applications for
registration and biographical
supplements submitted with such
applications. Examples of the
information on the applications and
biographical supplements which may be
protected are an individual's home
address and telephone number, social
security number, date and place of birth,
fingerprints and, in appropriate cases,
the information concerning prior arrests,
indictments, criminal convictions or
other judgments or sanctions imposed
by State or Federal courts or regulatory
authorities;

6. Section 145.6 is amended by
revising paragraph (b) as follows:

§ 1458 Commission offices to contact for
assistance; registration records available at
Chicago regional office.
» - » - »

(b) The Chicago regional office of the
Commission will have available for
public inspection and copying the
publicly available portions of
applications for registration (Forms 7-R
and 8-R), Certificates of Special
Registration {Form 8-S}, and Notices of
Termination (Form 8-T). The Form 8-R
also serves as a biographical
supplement for principals of those
persons filing the Form 7-R. Unless
disclosure is required under the
Freedom of Information Act, the
fingerprint card, and any supplementary
attachments filed in response to items
3-7, 10, 14-18 and 21-24 on Form 8-R, to
item 2 on Form 8-S, or o items 2 or 6-8
on Form 8-T generally will not be
available for public inspection and
copying. When such fingerprint cards
and supplementary attachments are on
file or when a Form is subject to a
petition for confidential treatment filed
under § 145.9, the FOI, Privacy and
Sunshine Acts compliance staff will
decide any request for access in
accordance with the procedures set
forth in §§ 145.7 and 145.9.

7. Section 147.3 is amended by
revising paragraph (b)(6)(ii) as follows:

§ 147.3 General requirement of open
meetings; grounds upon which meetings
may be closed.
- » » » -

(b] ..

(6, L

(i) Files concerning persons subject to
regulation by the Commission, including
files with respect to applications for
registration and biographical
supplements submitted with such
applications. Examples of the
information on the applications and
biographical supplements which may be
protected are an individual's home
address and telephone number, social
security number, date and place of birth,
fingerprints and, in appropriate cases,
the information concerning prior arrests,
indictments, criminal convictions or
other judgments or sanctions imposed
by State or Federal courts or regulatory
authorities; and

§53.10,3.11,3.12, 3,13, and 3.14
[(Amended]

8. In addition to the amendments sel
forth above, 17 CFR Part 3 is amended
by removing the words "July 1, 1981"
and inserting, in their place, the words
“July 1, 1982" in the following places:

. 3 CFR 3.10 (a)(2)(i) and (c)(1);
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b. 3 CFR 3.11(b)(1):
¢.3 CFR 3.12 (a), (¢)(3) and (d)(1);
d. 3 CFR 3.13 (a)(2)(1) and (c)(1); and
e. 3 CFR 3.14 (a)(2)(i) and (c}{1).
Issued in Washington, D.C., on April 21,
1981 by the Commission.
Jane K. Stuckey,
Secretary of the Commission.
[FR Doc. 81-13476 Flled 5-1-81: 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8351-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Customs Service

19 CFR Part 159
[T.D. 81-117]

Currency Rates of Exchange

AGENCY: U.S, Customs Service,
Department of the Treasury.

ACTION: Final rule.

sumMmARY: This document amends the
Customs Regulations by adding Brazil,
Hong Kong, Iran, People's Republic of
China, Philippines, Singapore, Thailand,
and Venezuela to the list of foreign
countries whose currency is converted
into equivalent United States currency
and certified on a quarterly basis, rather
than on a daily basis as is now the case.
In so doing, Customs will eliminate the
necessity of maintaining data and
publishing a Treasury Decision each
week advising the public of the daily
rates of exchange for the eight countries,
EFFECTIVE DATE: May 4, 1981,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

G. Scott Shreve, Duty Assessment
Division, U.S. Customs Service, 1301
Constitution Avenue, NW,, Washington,
D.C. 20229, 202-566-5307.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

In accordance with 31 US.C. 872, it is
necessary to convert foreign currency
into equivalent United States currency
for the purpose of assessing and
collecting duties upon merchandise
imported into the United States,

One method of conversion involves
using certified quarterly rates of
exchange for those countries listed in
§ 159.34(a), Customs Regulations (19
CFR 159.34(a)). For those countries,
customs publishes in the Customs
Bulletin, for the quarter beginning
January 1, and for each quarter
thereafter, the rate or rates first certified
by the Federal Reserve Bank of New
York for the respective foreign currency
for a day in that quarter,

The certified quarterly rate of
exchange is used for Customs purposes
for any date of exportation within the
quarter unless a certified daily rate, as
determined by the Federal Reserve Bank
of New York and certified to the
Secretary of the Treasury, for the date of
exportation varies by 5 percent or more
from the certified quarterly rate. In that
event, Customs publishes in the
Customs Bulletin a notice of the
variation (popularly called a
“variance”), and the rate certified on
that date for the applicable country
listed in § 159.34(a). The certified daily
rate then is used for Customs purposes
in connection with merchandise
exported on that date.

However, a different procedure is
used for the following eight countries:

Brazil, Hong Kong, Iran, People’s
Republic of China, Philippines,
Singapore, Thailand, and Venezuela.

The rates of exchange for those
countries are converted and certified on
a daily basis, rather than on a quarterly
basis, as is the case for the countries
listed in § 159.34(a). Therefore, in order
to inform the importing community of
the daily rates of exchange of these
eight countries, it is necessary for
Customs to publish a separate Treasury
Decision each week in the Customs
Bulletin.

After a periodic review of the daily
rates of exchange for those eight
countries, it became clear that their
currencies fluctuate within 2 to 3
percent, that is, within the same 5
percent range as those countries listed
on a quarterly basis in § 159.34{a).
Therefore, it is appropriate to add the
eight countries to the list of countries in
§ 159.34(a).

In so doing, Customs will eliminate
the necessity of maintaining data and
publishing a Treasury Decision each
week advising the public of the daily
rates of exchange for the eight countries.
The importing community will benefit
because it will no longer be necessary to
check the rates of exchange for the eight
countries on a daily basis. Rather,
interested parties need only be apprised
of whether there is a variance of 5
percent or more between the certified
daily rate and the certified quarterly
rate as is presently the case for the
countries listed in § 159.34(a). Rates of
exchange for countries not listed in
§ 159.34{a) may be obtained from the
Federal Reserve Bank of New York by
Customs upon special request.

This document amends the Customs
Regulations by adding these eight
countries to the list of countries

specified in § 159.34(a), whose currency
is converted into equivalent United
States currency and certified on &
quarterly basls.

Inapplicability of Public Notice and
Delayed Effective Date Requirements

Because this is a minor technical
amendment which relieves a burden on
the importing community, and is not of
particular interest to the general public,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(B), notice
and public procedure thereon are
unnecessary. Further, for the same
reasons, good cause exists for
dispensing with a delayed effective date
under 5 U.S.C. 553(d).

Inapplicability of Regulatory Flexibility
Act

This document is not subject to the
provisions of section 603 and 604 of title
5, United States Code, as added by
section 3 of Pub. L. 96-354, the
“Regulatory Flexibility Act.” That Act
does not apply to any regulation such as
this for which a notice of proposed
rulemaking is not required by the
Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C.
551 et seq.), or any other statute.

Drafting Information

The principal author of this document
was Charles D. Ressin, Regulations and
Information Division, Office of
Regulations and Rulings, U.S, Customs
Service. However, personnel from other
Customs offices participated in its
development.

Amendment to the Regulations

Section 159.34(a), Customs
Regulations (19 CFR 159.34{a)), is
amended by adding the following eight
countries in appropriate alphabetical
sequence to the list of countries for
which the quarterly rate is certified:
Brazil, Hong Kong, Iran, People's
Republic of China, Philippines,
Singapore, Thailand, and Venezuela.

(R.S. 251, as amended, sec. 624, 46 Stal. 759,
sec. 522, 46 Stat. 739, as amended (19 USC
68, 1624, 31 US.C, 372))

Approved: April 24, 1881.
William T. Archey,

Acting Commissioner of Customs.

John P. Simpson,
Acting Assistant Secretary of the Treasury

[FR Doc. 81-13407 Filed 5-1-81; 845 am)

BILLING CODE 4180-22-M
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

21 CFR Parts 193 and 561
[PH FRL 1809-5a; OPP-30051]
Tolerance and Additive Regulations

for Pesticide Residues in Food or
Feed; Certification Under Regulatory
Flexibility Act

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

AcTION: Statement of administrative
policy.

suMmARY: The Regulatory Flexibility
Act provides that certain proposed and
fina! regulations must be accompanied
either by a regulatory flexibility analysis
or by a certification that no analysis is
necessary because the regulation will
not have a “significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small
entities." EPA routinely issues
regulations establishing pesticide
tolerance levels, or exemptions from
requirements for a tolerance, and levels
and conditions for safe use of pesticides
as food or feed additives that will not
generally result in significant impacts to
substantial numbers of small businesses
or other small entities. Certification of
this fact on a case-by-case basis may
unnecessarily add to the time required
to promulgate such a regulation. The
Administrator is issuing a general
certification that will apply to each
proposed and final tolerance and food
additive regulation, except those which
would lower an existing tolerance or
additive level.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Edward Brandt, Benefits and Field
Studies (TS-768C), Office of Pesticide
Programs, Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M Street SW., Washington,
D.C. 20460 (703-557-7355).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Congress
recently enacted the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 86-534, 94 Stat.
1164, 5 U.S.C. 601-612), The purpose of
the Act is to ensure thal the Agency
annlyzes the effect of regulatory
requirements on small businesses,
Government jurisdictions, and
organizations (collectively referred to as
“small entities"). The law requires that
with certain exceptions, each proposed
or final regulation be accompanied by a
regulatory flexibility analysis or by a
certification by the Administrator that
no such analysis is necessary because
flht} regulation will not have a

significant economic impact on a
f:xbs!anﬁal number of small entities.”
Under section 408 of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (FFDCA), as
amended, (21 U.S.C. 346a), the Agency is

authorized to establish by regulation significantly to the time required to
tolerance levels or exemptions from the  process and approve them. Such a delay
requirements for a tolerance for would in fact be contrary to the intent of

pesticides resulting in residues on raw the Regulatory Flexibility Act. It is
agricultural commodities. Under section  therefore desirable to issue a general
409 of the same Act (21 U.S.C 348), the certification that will apply to most
Agency is authorized to issue tolerance and food additive regulations
regulations establishing safe levels of on the grounds that such regulations will
residues of pesticides found as additives not substantially adversely impact small

in processed food or feed. These entities.
tolerance and additive regulations are Accordingly, I hereby certify that
intended to protect the public while regulations establishing new tolerances,

giving appropriate consideration to the food or feed additive levels, or
production of an adequate, wholesome,  conditions for safe use of food additives,
and economical food supply. Decisions or raising tolerance or additive levels, or
on tolerance or additive regulations establishing exemptions from tolerance
involve careful review and evaluation of requirements, under sections 408 and
residue chemistry and toxicology data to 409 of the FFDCA, do not have a

ensure that maximum residue levels significant economic impact on a
likely to be found in food and feed are substantial number of small entities.
acceptable for human consumption. Such regulations will not be required to

The establishment of a tolerance or an  undergo regulatory flexibility analysis.
exemption or an additive level allowsa A statement referring to this
pesticide product to be registered under  certification notice will be included in
the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and the preamble to each such regulation.
Rodenticide Act, as amended (FIFRA) (5 U.S.C. 605(c))
and thus to be distributed and sold in Dated: April 28, 1981
commerce for a particular use resulting  (v0 o poa o I
in residues on food or feed under 40 CFR oIS

162.7(d){v). This generally has some Acting Administrotor.
beneficial economic impacts on the FRDes, S5-0800 Mive &-5-51: S ol
BILLING CODE 6560-31-M

producer, distributors, and professional
applicators of the pesticide, all of whom

benefit through sale of the pesticide. It
may also benefit the ultimate user of the DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

pesticide, usually a grower or food

p{)ocessor. who would otherwise not be  Internal Revenue Service
able to legally sell crops containing

residues of that pesticide. These 23 CTR Pt}
regulations also, in many cases, increase [t.p, 7774)

the number of pest treatment

alternatives, thereby increasing Income Tax; Treatment of Certain
competition in the pesticide market. Interest in Corporations as Stock or
However, the economic benefits from Indebtedness

any specific regulation generally are not ;
“significant,” within the meaning of the ~ AGENCY: Internal Revenue Service,
Regulatory Flexibility Act, since most Treasury.

such rules affect only a relatively few AcTion: Amendment of final regulations.

rr}anufaclurem and distributors, and SUAARY: T dotineat st itay
sizge:the uswes ot this pestioidies affected regulations relating to the treatment of

b
m’;:n:ﬂ &gr:‘eur:}{iyngx: ;:::m i certain interests in corporations as stock

question. In addition, the only situation ~ ©F indebtedness by changing the

in which issuance of a regulation under effective date of the regulations from
section 408 or 409 of the FFDCA might May 1. 1981, to Januvary 1., 1962.

have a significant “adverse” impact EFFECTIVE DATE: January 1, 1962,

would be the case of an amendment to FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

an existing tolerance or exemption or Jack A. Levine of the Legislation and

additive level which results in a lower’ Regulations Division, Office of the Chief

maximum allowable residue. Counsel, Internal Revenue Service, 1111
However, delay in issuing a tolerance  Constitution Avenue, N.W., Washington,

or an exemption or a food or feed »DC 20224 (Attention: CC:LR:T, 202-566-

additive level, in some cases, causes 3458, not a toll-free call).

significant adverse economic impacis on  SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
potential users of a pesticide. Preparing

and approving a separate certification Background

for each of the many tolerance or food Section 385 of the Internal Revenue
additive regulations could add Code relates to the treatment of certain
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interests in corporations as stock or
indebtedness. Final regulations under
section 385 were published in the
Federal Register for Wednesday,
December 31, 1980 (45 FR 86438). These
regulations generally would have
applied to certain interests in
corporations created after April 30, 1981.
However, at the invitation of the
Treasury and Internal Revenue Service,
several public comments on the final
regulations were received after
December 31, 1980. The comments have
recommended changes in several areas
of these regulations. In order for the
Treasury and Internal Revenue Service
to have sufficient time to fully examine
these comments and determine whether
changes should be made, the regulations
are being amended to apply to certain
interests in corporations only if they are
created after December 31, 1981,
Additionally, it is anticipated that the
December 29, 1680, date in the
bankruptcy and binding written contract
exceptions of § 1.385-1{a)(2) will be
extended to an as yet undetermined
future date. This date will not be earlier
than the date that either changes in the
regulations are announced (through the
issuance of proposed regulations or
otherwise) or it is announced that there
will be no such changes.

Drafting Information

The principal author of this regulation
is Jack A. Levine of the Legislation and
Regulations Division of the Office of
Chief Counsel, Internal Revenue
_ Service. However, personnel from other
offices of the Internal Revenue Service
and Treasury Department participated
in developing the regulations, both on
malters of substance and style.

Waiver of Certain Procedural
Requirements of Final Treasury
Directive

A determination has been made by
Roscoe L. Egger, Jr., Commissioner of
Internal Revenue, that there is need for
an immediate amendment to the
regulations under section 385 of the
Code in order to postpone the May 1,
1081, effective date of the regulations.
Because of the immediate need for this
regulation, compliance with the
procedural requirements of paragraphs 8
through 14 of the final Treasury
directive (43 FR 52121), relating lo
improving regulations, would be
impractical, and therefore, these
requirements have not been followed.

Adoption of Amendments to the
Regulations

Accordingly, 26 CFR Part 1 is
amended as follows:

Paragraph 1. Paragraph (a)(1) of
§ 1.385-1 is revised o read as follows:

§ 1.385-1 Stock or indebtedness.

(a) Effective date—{1) In general. The
regulations under section 385 apply to
instruments (as defined in § 1.385-3(c))
and preferred stock issued after
December 31, 1981, and to loans
described in § 1.385-7 and guaranteed
loans made after December 31, 1981,

§ 1.385-6 [Amended]

Par. 2. The date "December 31, 1981"
is removed each time it appears in
example (3) of paragraph (g) (4) of
§ 1.385-6 and the date “December 31,
1982" is inserted in lieu thereof.

There is a need for immediate
guidance with respect to the provisions
contained in this Treasury decision. For
this reason, it is found impractical to
issue it with notice and public procedure
under subsection (b) of section 553 of
Title 5 of the United States Code or
subject to the effective date limitation of
subsection (d) of that section.

This Treasury decision is issued under
the authority contained in sections 385
and 7805 of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1954 (83 Stal. 613 and 68A Stat. 917; 26
U.S.C. 385 and 7805).

Roscoe L. Egger, |r.,

Cammissioner of Internal Revenue.
Approved: April 29, 1081,

John E. Chapoton,

Assistant Secretary of the Treasury.

[FR Doc. 83-13402 Filed 4-20-81; 410 pen)
BILLING CODE 4830-01-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
[A-5-FRL 1791-2]

Approval and Promulagation of
Implementation Plans; Ohio

AGENCY: U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
AcTION: Final rulemaking.

SUMMARY: On December 18, 1979 (44 FR
74861), EPA proposed to approve as a
revision to the Ohio State
Implementation Plan (SIP) for sulfur
dioxide {SO:) revised emission
limitations for the Toledo Edison
Company's Acme, Bay Shore, and Water
Street Stations located in Lucas County,
Ohio. As a result of EPA's review of the
modeling data submitted for this
revision, EPA has determined that the
federal Ohio SO; SIP for Lucas County
is not adequate to ensure attainment
and maintenance of the National

Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS)

for SO.. In contrast to the existing
federal plan, the revision represents a
considerable reduction in emissions at
two stations (Acme and Water Street)
and an increase in emissions at the third
siation (Bay Shore). Therefore the
revision results in an overall reduction
of emissions from the three Toledo
Edison stations located in Lucas County,
EPA today takes final action to approve
the revised emission limitations as
interim emission limitations for the
Toledo Edison Company until a Part D
plan is approved for Lucas County.

In a separate notice published
elsewhere in today’s Federal Register,
EPA proposes to disapprove the sulfur
dioxide plan for Lucas County submitted
by the State of Ohio on September 12,
1979 (the State plan is essentially
identical to the existing federal plan). In
that notice, EPA calls on the State to
submit a control strategy that
demonstrates attainment and
maintenance of the NAAQS for Lucas
County as required under Part D of the
Clean Air Act.

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 4, 1881,

ADDRESSES: The docket #5A-79-8 for
the revision is available for inspection
and copying during normal business
hours at Region V, 230 South Dearborn
Street, Chicago, Illinois 80604, and at
EPA Central Docket Section, West
Tower Lobby, Gallery 1, 401 M Street,
SW, Washington, DC 20460,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Debra Marcantonio, Regulatary
Analysis Section, USEPA, Region V, 230
South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Illinois
60604, 312-8686-6088,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May
31, 1977 (42 FR 27588) the EPA
promulgated regulations establishing a
State Implementation Plan (SIP) for the
control of sulfur dioxide (SO,) for the
Toledo Edison Acme, Water Street, and
Bay Shore Stations in Lucas County,
Ohio. On July 27, 1978, Toledo Edison
requested a revision to the SO, emission
limitations for these three stations, That
request was accompanied by a
dispersion modeling study which had
been performed by the Company's
consultant using EPA’s Urban RAM
Model. After reviewing this study, EPA
requested further technical
documentation from Toledo Edison in
support of the revision request.

The revision includes two important
changes in plant operating configuration.
First, due to structural deterioration, a
83.8 meter stack at Acme was reduced
to 68.8 meters, This 68.8 meter stack at
Acme was found to be in compliance
with EPA’s good engineering practice
(GEP) stack height formula (see EPA’s
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proposed stack height regulations, 44 FR
2608, January 12, 1978).

Second, a new stack was installed at
the Bay Shore Station. This single 144.8
meter stack went into operation with all
four units on January 18, 1981 replacing
the four 76.8 meter stacks. The stack
was modeled at 117.4 meters, the stack
height credit calculated based on the
GEP stack height formula.

An annual modeling analysis was
performed with the same model (CDM)
that was used by the EPA and a five
year (1973-1977) climatological
summary of the Toledo/Flint
meteorological data, Only the Toledo
Edison sources were modeled (under
both the EPA and the Toledo Edison
stralegies) in order to determine the
relative effect of the proposed strategy.
The emissions inventory consisted o
annual average operating rates from a
representative recent year (1976) and
plant configurations consistent with the
eppropriate strategy (l.e., new stacks at
Acme and Bay Shore for the Toledo
Edison strategy and existing stacks at
Acme and Bay Shore for the EPA
strategy):

A short-term modeling analysis was
performed with the same model (RAM-
urban) that was used by the EPA and °
five years (1973-1977) of hourly
sequential Toledo/Flint meteorological
data. In addition, while the EPA divided
Lucas County into four distinct regions
and modeled each separately, Toledo
Edison modeled Lucas County as a
whole.

The short-term emissions invento
for the Toledo Edison sources is similar
to that modeled by the EPA, except for
the revised SO; emissions and the
modified stack heights at Acme and Bay
Shore, As for the other point sources,
the individual companies were
contacted to up-date the EPA emissions
inventory. Background was accounted
for with a complete area source
inventory for Lucas County.

The results of the modeling analysis
predicted substantial violations of the
24-hour and 3-hour NAAQS in Lucas
County and thus demonstrated that the
existing federal plan for Lucas County
does not ensure the attainment and
maintenance of the NAAQS.
Additionally, the results of the modeling
indicate that under both the original
federal emission limits and the revised
emission limits, the toledo Edison plants
significantly contribute to violations of
the short-term NAAQS. [Note, the
significant levels are defined as follows:
! pg/m? (annual), 5 ug/m?* (24-hour), and
& pg/m? (3-hour).

_ The table below shows the Toledo
Edison Company's contribution to the
largest violations under the old limits

and the new revised limits. Although not
shown in the table, the Toledo Edison
modeling demonstrated that the revised
emission limitations for the Toledo
Edison Company do not significantly

exacerbate any predicted nonattainment
problems. That is, the impacts under the
new limits are either less than or not
significantly greater than those under
the existing EPA Limits.

Total Short-Term Concentrations (ug/m3 !

24 hgh 24-howr Ofd tenits
Your o4 New b4 New

e mas (EQ® N (EQ® YT aqegyr SO (eC)*

R L 13 1,167 G2 1,148 (53 1778 (58) 1,704 72

B0 001 74 8’0 (43) 1691 (109 1,642 (60)

) 1 e R R . 13 1,065 (39) 1,001 35) 1675 (38) 1678 38)

80 1068 (60) 1,048 (1) 1,888 {31) 1,66 23)

|| IRy S 13 770 52 748 (30 174 (58) 1754 72

80 893 42) 875 @4 1682 (56) 1,636 (50)

| (S RS RER C A e 13 726 @n 72 n 1,685 (168 1597 (80)

80 696 (64) 670 37 1,644 (78) 1622 (58)

1977 13 845 (41) 830 (26) 1687 52) 1687 53)

80 52 (40) 737 25) 172¢ (12%) 1,666 (68)

'm--nwmmmmummdwmrmmm“
o hpgﬂMl be noted that numercus other violations were prodicled.

The Toledo Edison revised emission
limitations being published today will
result in an improvement in the air
quality in Lucas County. In contrast to
the existing federal plan, the revision
represents a considerable reduction in
emissions at two stations (Acme and
Water Street) and an increase in
emissions at the third station (Bay
Shore). Therefore, the revision results in
an overall reduction of emissions from
the three Toledo Edison stations located
in Lucas County. EPA is taking final
action today to approve the revised
emission limitations for the Toledo
Edison Company. However, in a
separate notice published elsewhere in
today's Federal Register, EPA proposes
to disapprove the sulfur dioxide plan for
Lucas County submitted by the State of
Ohio on September 12, 1979. The State's
plan cannot be approved since their
plan is essentially identical to the
existing federal plan which has been
determined to be inadequate to attain
the NAAQS. In that notice, EPA calls on
the State to submit a control strategy
that demonstrates attainment and
maintenance of the NAAQS in Lucas
County. Under Part D of the Clean Air
Act Amendments of 1977, the State of
Ohio has 12 months from the effective
date of that notice to develop an
enforceable plan to attain the SO,
NAAQS. For any changes that are
needed in the emission limitations for
sources to protect the SO, NAAQS in
Lucas County, the State must also
prescribe a schedule for compliance
with the new limits as expeditiously as
practicable but in no case later than
three and one half years from the date of
approval of the plan (Part D of the Clean
Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 7502).

EPA's approval of the revised
emission limitations for the Toledo
Edison Company does not affect the
revised county plan requested of the
State but rather provides interim
emission limitations until the State of
Ohio develops and EPA approves an
adequate plan for Lucas County.

The December 18, 1978 notice of
proposed rulemaking also revised the
following regulations relevant to the
Toledo Edison Company and these
changes are also being finalized today.

(1) The proposed rulemaking revised
the wording in Section
52.18681(b)(39)(iii)(B) relating to the Bay
Shore peaking unit from “fossil fuel fired
sleam generating units" to “fossil fuel
fired peaking unit” to accurately reflect
the nature of the unit. This rewording
does not change the intent of the
original regulation.

(2) The proposed rulemaking included
a new compliance date of April 15, 1980
for the Acme coal-fired units and the
Water Street Station steam plant oil-
fired units. This revision was premised
upon the fact that the new emission
limitations for these stations are more
stringent than the original limitations
promulgated by EPA.

The proposed rulemaking provided a
30 day public comment period.
However, in response to requests for an
extension of time for the filing of
comments, the public comment period
was reopened for an additional 30 days.

During the public comment period,
only one comment was received. This
comment requested that the proposed
revision for the Bay Shore Plant be
withdrawn until such time as a thorough
analysis of lake-shore fumigation is
performed. In support of this request, a
discussion of lake-induced short-term
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fumigation effects for the Cleveland
Electric Illuminating Company’s Avon
Lake and Eastlake Plants was
submitted. Presently available routine
analytical tools for evaluating shoreline
fumigation do not provide estimates of
sufficient certainly to use in establishing
emission limitations. Shoreline
fumigation modeling techniques such as
those suggested by the commenter
provide results that are so uncertain that
they cannot be relied upon for
establishing emission limits.

In addition to the public comment
discussed above, the State of New York
filed comments on this SIP revision after
the closing of the comment period. The
comments alleged that EPA did not
adequately consider the interstate
transport problem even though there are
long range air quality models available.
New York also discussed (he transport
of sulfates and their contribution to
primary and secondary TSP NAAQS
violations in the State of New York.
Finally, New York requested that EPA
consider the cumulative impact on New
York's air quality of several pending and
final sulfur dioxide SIP revisions for
sources in Ohio, Indiana, West Virginia
and Tennessee.

New York indicated that it also
intended its comments to be considered
as a § 126 petition. EPA has decided not
to respond to New York's comments in
the context of this rulemaking as the
comments primarily concern the
aggregate air quality impact of several
sources, rather than the impact of this
individual SIP revision. EPA will,

. however, consider New York’s concerns
as part of its determination on the § 126
petition. EPA plans to hold a § 126
hearing on New York's petition in the
near future,

Based upon the Agency's review of
the technical documentation submitted
by the Toledo Edison Company and an
analysis of the public comment
submitted, EPA has determined that
promulgation of this SIP will result in an
improvement in air quality in Lucas
County and therefore is appropriate
until such a time that the State of Ohio
submits and EPA approves a control
strategy that demonstrates attainment
and maintenance of the NAAQS for
Lucas County.

This revision Is effective upon
publication. The Administrator finds
good cause for making this revision
effective immediately since Toledo
Edison Company is currently in
compliance with this regulation and has
requested an immediately effective date.

Under Executive Order 12291, EPA
must judge whether a regulation is
“major” and, therefore, subject to the

requirement of a regulatory impact

analysis. Today's action does not
constitute a major regulation since it
approves revised emission limitations
for three facilities of the Toledo Edison
Company. The revision requested by the
Toledo Edison Company represents a
reduction in emissions at two of Toledo
Edison’s facilities (Acme and Water
Street) and an increase in emissions at
the third facility (Bay Shore). No
additional cost is anticipated to be
incurred by the company in meeting
with these new limitations. The [acilities
are currently in compliance with these
regulations and have requested an
immediate effective date.

Under Section 307(b)(1) of the Clean
Air Act, judicial review of this action is
available only by the filing of a petition
for review in the United States Court of
Appeals for the appropriate circuit
within 60 days of today. Under Section
307({b)(2) of the Clean Air Act, the
regm'remenu which are the subject of
today's notice may not be challenged
later in civil or criminal proceedings
brought by EPA to enforce these
requirements.

{Sec. 110 of the Clean Air Act, as amended 42
U.S.C. §7410)
Dated: April 15, 1961.
Walter C. Barber,
Acting Administrator.

Part 52 of Chapter I, Title 40 of the

Code of Federal Regulations is amended

as follows:
Subpart KK—Ohio

1. § 52.1881 is amended as follows by
revising paragraphs (b)(39)(iii)(A) and
(b)(39)(iii)(B). and by revising
paragraphs [b}(39)(vii)(A) and
(b)(39){ix).

§52.1881 Control strategy: Sulfur oxides
(sulfur dioxide).

- - - - »

(b) Regulations for the control of
sulfur dioxide in the State of Ohio.

(39) In Lucas County * * *

(iii) The Toledo Edison Company or
any subsequent owner or operator of the
Bay Shore Station in Lucas County, Ohio
shall not cause or permit sulfur dioxide
emissions from any stack at the Bay
Shore Station in excess of the rates
specified below:

(A) 834.8 nanograms of sulfur dioxide
per joule (1.94 lbs SO:/MMBTU) actual
heat input for the fossil fuel-fired steam
generating units burning coal. (B) 215.1
nanograms of sulfur dioxide per joule
{0.50 Ibs SO:/MMBTU) actual heat input

for the fossil fuel-fired peaking unit
buming oil.

(vii) The Toledo Edison Company or
any subsequent owner or operator of the
Acme Power Plant in Lucas County,
Ohio shall not cause or permit sulfur
dioxide emissions from any stack at the
Acme plant in excess or the rates
specified below:

(A) 518.2 nanograms of sulfur dioxide
per joule {1.20 lbs 8O:/MMBTU) actual
heat input for fossil fuel-fired steam
generating units burning coal.

(ix] The Toledo Edison Company or
an subsequent owner or operator of the

* Water Street Steam Plant in Lucas

County, Ohio shall not cause or permit
sulfur dioxide emissions from any stack
at the Water Street Plant in excess of
430.2 nanograms of sulfur dioxide per
Loule (1.00 Ibs SO, per MMBTU) actual
eal input.

2. § 52.1882(b) is amended as follows
by adding a new subparagraph (8):

§52.1882 Compliance schedules.
- . - . »

(8) Federal compliance schedules for
the Toledo Edison Acme Power Plant
coal fired units and the Water Street
Steam Plant oil fired units is as set foith
in § 52.1882(b) excep!t that
§ 52.1882(b){4)(iii)}{G) is changed, for
these units only, as follows: April 15,
1980: Achieve final compliance with the
emission limitation of § 52.1881(b) of this
chapter, as applicable, and notify the
Administrator in writing that such
action was taken.

[FR Doc. 83-135G7 Filed 5-3-81 845 am|
BILLING CODE 6560-01-M

40 CFR Part 86
[AMS-FRL~1790-5a]

Control of Air Pollution From Motor
Vehicles and New Motor Vehicle
Engines; Amendment to High-Altitude
Emission Standards for 1982 and 1983
Model Year Light-Duty Motor Vehicles

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Decision on reconsideration and
amendment to final rule.

SUMMARY: On March 6, 1881, Ford Motor
Company requested the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) to reconsider a
provision contained in the final 1962~
1983 high-altitude regulations published
in October 8, 1980, 45 FR 66984. EPA has
reconsidered and accordingly amended
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the provision, which prohibits the sale of
vehicles that meet only high-altitude
emissions requirements for principal use
in low-altitude areas. The decision on
reconsideration and amended rule are
published below.
DATES:
Effective date: This amendment to the
final rule is effective May 4, 1981,
Comment date;: However, EPA will
iccept comments until (30 days after
date of publication). Comments should
be submitted to Public Docket No. A~79-
14 at the address published below.

ADDRESS: Materials relevant to this
rulemaking action are conlained in
public Docket No A-79-14 at the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Central Docket Section (A-130), West
Tower Lobby, Gallery 1, 401 M Street,
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20460, The
docket may be inspected between the
hours of 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. Monday
through Friday, A reasonable fee may be
charged for copying services.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Cregory J. Dana, Office of Mobile

Source Air Pollution Control (ANR-455),
US, Environmental Protection Agency,
401 M Street, S.W., Washington, D.C.
20460. Telephone 202-755~0596.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Public
Comment: Pursuant to the

Administration Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C,
§53(b), EPA finds that publishing a

notice of proposed rulemaking and
receiving public comments before
establishing a final amendment is
impracticable and contrary to the public
interest, This amendment is critical for
manufacturers’ and their dealers’
compliance with the 1982 model year
high-altitude regulations, and the 1982
model year is imminent. Substantial
delay in promulgation of these
amendments could result in severe
economic harm to certain dealers, and
lost sales for manufacturers, since
dealers would be forced to order their
inventories under the assumption that
the existing prohibitions are effective.
EPA will, however, consider comments
on this amendment received within 30
days after publication of this notice,
including comments on the
appropriateness of applying this
amendment to 1963 mode! year vehicles.
If. as a result of those comments,
additional changes to the regulations are
appropriate, EPA will issue a revised
{l:al rule applicable for the 1983 model
year,

EPA finds good cause 1o make these
émendments effective upon
promulgation. In addition to the reasons
discussed above, these amendments

only relieve restrictions on the regulated
industry,

Regulatory Analysis: Section 3(b) of
Execulive Order 12291, 46 FR 13183
(February 19, 1981) requires EPA to
initially determine whether a rule that it
intends to propose or issue is a major
rule and to prepare regulatory impact
analyses for all major rules.

EPA has determined that the
amendmenl! adopted herein is not a
major rule, since it will decrease the
economic impact assoclated with the
original rule without significantly
affecting the environmental control
anticipated in that rule. Accordingly, a
Regulatory Impact Analysis is not being
prepared for this amendment.

is regulation was submitted to the

Office of Management and Budget for

review as required by Executive Order

12291. Any comments from OMB to EPA

and any EPA response to those

comments are available for public
inspection at the Central Docket Section

(see Address).

Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5
U.S.C. 801 et seq., EPA is required to
detemine whether a regulation will have
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities so
as to require regulatory analysis. The
revision of the high-altitude regulation
established by this rulemaking should
reduce the burden of compliance with
high-altitude requirements for small
entities. Therefore, pursuant to 5 U.S,C.
605(b), I hereby certify that this rule will
not have a significant adverse economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities,

This amendment is issued under the
authority of Section 202(f)(1), Section
206 and Section 301(a)(1) of the Clean
Air Act, as amended, 42 U.S.C,
7521(f)(1), 7525, 7601(a)(1).

Dated: April 8, 1981,

Walter C. Barber,

Acting Administrator.

April 8, 1981.

Mr. Herbert L. Misch,

Vice President, Environmental and Safety
Engineering, Ford Motor Company, The
American Road, Dearborn, Michigan
48121,

Dear Mr. Misch: I have reviewed Ford
Motor Company's (Ford's) March 8, 1981
petition requesting the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) to modify a
provision in the 1982-83 high-altitude
regulations published on October 8, 1980 (45
FR 66984). This provision, subsection 86,082~
30(a)(4) of title 40 of the Code of Federal
Regulations, prohibits, inter alia, the sale of
vehicles that meet only the high-altitude
requirements to customers who will
principally use those vehicles in other than
designated high-altitude locations. Ford
claims that this provision will cause
economic hardship to dealers in designated
high-altitude locations who sell to both high
and low-altitude customers, and that there

could be a net beneficial effect, if any, on
emissions from high altitude vehicles used in
certain low-altitude areas. I have
reconsidered the bases for EPA's original
determination that sale of high-altitude
vehicles for principal use in low altitude
areas should be prohibited, and have decided
to umend the regulations to delete this
provision,

As discussed in the final rules, EPA
adopted this provision to avoid a potential
increase in NO, emissions from high altitude
vehicles being driven at low altitudes. 45 FR
66084, 66993 (1980). Ford points out that it
expects very few customers who will
principally use vehicles outside of a
designated high-altitude location 